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THE 


HARMONY 


Between the Old and Preſent 


Non-Confommiſts 
PRINCIPLES. 


In Relation to the TER MS of 


Conformity, 


With Reſpect both to the 


CLER GIE, and the PEOPLE 


Wherein 


A fhort Hiſtory of the Original of the Eneliſh LITURGY@ 
and ſome Reaſons why ſeveral truly Conſcientious Chri- | 
{tians cannot joyn with the Church 1n it. 


Bumbly Preſented to Publick Conlideration in order to 
the obtaining ſome necetlary Relaxation and Indulgence. 


To which are :dded ſome Letters that p_ d between the | 
Lord Cecil, and Arch-Biſhop W. bitgift. | 


— 


The Fault is on both ſides, and onneither ſide. For the Gedly wiſe on 
both ſides bear with each other, and concenter in the main. But then 
there be ſelfiſh, peevilh Spirits, on both ſides ſome, and theſe make the 
Quarrel. Greenham's Anſwer tothe Lord Cecil's Queſtion, Who ts 
the Faulty Conſe of the Diviſion in the Church ? 
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Printed and are to be ſold by Zoſeph Collier on London-Bridge, 1682. 
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J'4 To the Right Reverend Edward Lord Biſhop of Cork 
| and Roſs in Ireland. 


| 'O, N a peruſal of your late Treatiſe, Entitaled, The Prote- 


- 


tant Peace Maker, 7 find your Lordſhip ſo very wmch 
diſpoſ*d to purſue Charity, Peace and Union, the only neceſ- 
ſary mean left us for the preſervation of the Reformed Proteſtant Relt- 
gion, that though T am a perfett ſtranger to you, I cannot chooſe but 
make, and hope that you will Canataly receive this preſe nt Dedication. 
© There 1s now (as your Lordſhip expreſſes it p. 29.) an argument 
© for Unity, which muſt be heard, and is uncontroulable; We muſt | 
© Uniteor bedefiroyed. Ar allrimes Chriſtian duty obliges us there- 
© 790: now necellity or ſelf-preſervation too, or more parties may bal- 
© lance one, when any ſingle other cannot. [Thus *tis evident we muſt 
© Unite. ] The ſtrength of the Prote(tant Cauſe, both here, at home, 
© and throughout Chriſtendom lies in the Union of Proteſtants, and the 
© alory, purity and power of Chriſtianity inth#s world, ſtand or falls 
© with Proteſtantiſm. But the only queſtion 15 upon what Termes muſt 
the Church of England come over to the Diſſenters, or the Diſſenters 
o over tothe Church. 

The right ſtating the true Termes of Union is a work, of extraordi- 
nary difficulty, a work that requires the heads and hearts of the great- 
eſt, the moſt judicious and Holy men on earth to contribute all they can 
towards it. Government inthe Church mu$t be ſecur'd, tender Con- 
ſciences reliewd; Where there is no government, all things will run in- 

to confuſion, where there 1s norelief for tender Conſciences, there can 
be no union. The government of a National Church muſt be National, 
and ſuch as is miſt exattly ſuited tothe civil conſtitution of the Nati- 
P ou , The former muſt not interferr with. the later. But of this, though 
"your Lordjvip ſpeakes nothing » yet may your Lordjhip ſee ſomething 
(God permitting it) in good time that ſome Diſſenters have to effer 
rowards the healing our breaches, and that alſo in a way conſiſtent with 
an eſtabliſhment of ſuch a National Church government, as agrees 
with the antient confirtution of this Kingaom + That whigh your Lord- 
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> ſhip*s wiſdom hath inſiſted on, is a port of moment and importance, 
namely, the Lituxgy and Ceremonies, concernms wich you propoſe 
mutual conceſhons and approaches, as the only probable uniting ex- 


pedient. * Now if complyance be likelyeſt to do the buſineſs,.( you” 
© ſay, let us relax alittle on both hands in the fear of God, .ana fall 
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| The Epiſtte Dedicatory. - | | 
*rp2m it > Let usCandidly conſult what good Conſcience, what pru- 
.* dence will vear towards an accommodation. (To this you add Page 

119. 119.) © 1 do not conceive the alteration of an expreſſion, or - per- 
© haps here and there of an whole Prayer or two, by Law,. or the diſ- 
« penſing (till by Law) with ſome ceremony in Law, for the ſake 
* of ſome unſatisfied, but ctherwiſe regular Chriſtians (who are we 
© ſuppos*d of the Cathedral Body) I fay, T ds not conceive ſuch con- 
© ceſſion or relaxation as this, would break the harmony and beauty of 
© our worſhip, or diſturb the Union or Peace of our Church. I will 
© therefore freely publiſh my thoughts to be, that whither we Conſider 
* the Nature of the thing it ſelf, ,0r with regard to the Apoſtle*s Rule. 
*Rom. 15. 1, 2. Not topleaſe our ſelves, but every one of us to 
© pleaſe his Neighbour for his good to Edification. Iz either re- 
© oard I ſay, there are ſome Collefts, andperbaps Rubricks too, 
© which with all Duty and Submiſſion I humbly concezve may be 
& alter*d for the better. And farther that in ſome Seaſons, and in 
© ſome private places. — If the Obligation to a Cerem:ny or tw were 
© raben off, the benefit which would hence redound to the Church 
« would be very Conſiderable. — And I ſeem to.my ſelf herein to follow 
& the ſenſe and THidance of our Church, for even at preſent the Injun- 


© Efron of the Ceremonies does not appear to me to extend it ſelf to all. 


© places and ſeaſons. There are alſo divers other points,” which when 
© once the deſign of a fair Accommodation ſhall beon foot, will be fit to. 
© be mentioned and indeed will both of Courſe off ex themſelves, and be 
© ] judge, as eaſily granted; ſuch as the Liberty of exchanging Apo- 
«criphal Leſſons for Canonical ones, any Amendment of ſuch De- 
6 fetts, as can be prov'd, in the Calendar, The Uſe of the moſt 
< Corre& Tranſlation ofthe Pſalms. * A' better Metrical Verſion al- 
© (o, and perhaps ſome lize matters, which we may acconnt ſmall, 
© ſome Difienters do. 79. . 


My Lord, Sw 
May the expedient youpropoſe be attended unto, the deſired Union 
world ſoon be obtained, for thereby all thoſe Arguments mentioned 


in the enſuing Treatiſe, which preſs hard on the Conſciences of ſome. 


Diſſenters, ooncerning the preſent Terms of Communion, would be 
anſwered, their Conſciences relieved, and they be of the ſame exter- 


nal Commmnion with the Church of England. F do therefore humbly 


* preſume to beſeech your Lordſhip to do your atmoſt for the furthering 
this peaceable, aud unitins Defi7ng for cartainly you have hit on 
What 


The Epiſtle Dedicatory. 

what, if cloſely followed, will reconcile m, and as your Lordſhip will 
expreſs it, this is the only probable expedient, for *tis an undoubred 
Truth, That there are among the Diſſenters a conſiderable Number, 
who are under the moſt powerful, and plain Convittions of Conſcience 
about the Unlawfulneſs of the preſemt Liturgy as Ordered by the 
Canon, and Rubrick tobe uſed, and of the Ceremonies that they 
cannot but by ſinning againſt God to the wounding of their own Con- 
ferences, conform. | 

* That the World maybe afſured of this much, 'and ſee how neceſſary 
fome Relaxations are in Order unto Union. 1 have ſhewn what are 
the Sentiments of ſome of the moſt Fudicious and more moderate Diſ- 
Senters, why "ts yet they conform nes to the Terms of Lay-Commus- 
nion i-pos'd by the Church, andwhy tis they exe ſeperate Congre- 
gations. Seme are ſo fully Gnvinced of the wnlawfulneſs of the pre- 
fent Liturgy, and Ceremonies, that they refuſe to Conform, becauſe 
they think their Conformity to be (inful,. but other do not ſo much inſiſt 
on the ſinfulneſs, as on the Inexpediency of their Conformity. They 
cannot Conform without Scandal. By Scandal they mean (as your 
Lordſhip doth) with the Scripture generally) The drawing, or 
encouraging others to. do what they are not in Conſcience con= 
vinc*d they may do. 


My Lord, 

 Thereis a real Diſpoſition, yea, longing Deſires among the Non- 
Conformifts rowards a Proteſtant Union, and it rejoyceth their very 
Souls to find ſome ſuch:as your Lordſhip among the dignified Ciergies, 
and do bleſs God for you. There are ſome ſuch a!ſoin England, 
who, tho? they Conform, da it not blindfold, zor upon Corrupt In- 
ducements. We believe there are many of you, who can in the fear 
of God, profeſs you have again, and again conſidered the Eccle-: 
fiaſtical Laws, ard according to your Duty, as you believe, you 
have been, and are obedient, not only for Wrath, but alſo for 
Conſcience ſake, and that you are Sound Proteſtants, and as great 
an Eye-Sore to the Papiſt, as any among the Diſſenters. However 
we are as Confident, That there are others, who are pretendedly at leaſt 
great zealots for Conformity,and yet Aimrather at an Union berween 
the Church of England, and the Church of Rome, who conſequently, 
hate a Proteſtant Diſſemter much more than they do a Papiſt, not being 
alhawd to profeſs They would rather be Papiſts, than Presbyteri-- 
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The Epiſtle Dedicatory. 
There ars many ſuch, -who delight not only to miſrepreſent the D; 

fenter, as your Dordſhi well jw by beReveron Mr. Sib 
reply to your Poſtſcript, but moreover, ' to Unchurch all the Foreign 
Reformed Churches, who have not an Epiſcopal Ordination, 
Thus My. Conold in-his Notion of Schiſm Dedicated to Anthony 
Lord Biſhop of Norwich, p. 14. aſſerts, * That he who is out of 
© this. Line of Apoſtolick Succeſſion, aud exerciſes any Miniſterial 
© Office without the Commiſſion of Epiſcopal Ordination zs but a Lay- 
©lmpoſter, and a4 Schiſmatick from the Catholick Church, and 
'(p- 43-) ſpeaking of Foreign Proteſtant Churches,- adds, © But if any 
© of thembave a Miniſtry which have no other Orders than their own 
© Uſurpation, or popular Eleftion, I know not how to Acquit them 
© from being Shiſmaticks from the Catholick Church. But yet though 
he is ſo ſevere in Cenſuring the Foreign Proteſtant Churches as Schiſ- 
maticks from the Catholick Church, he 5 as Merciful to F oreign 
Papiſts, for in his Epiſtle tothe. Reader. *© As for thoſe of your Re- 
© [gion [vid. the Popiſh] who live under the Laws of the Romiſh 
© Dominions, I have a great Charity for them(ſays he) for they can 
© plead Submiſſion totheir own Superiors, and I am apt to believe, 
© that plea may be very conſiderable, when they come to appear before 
-© the Prince of Peace and the God of Order. Mis 


There having been ſome ſuch in the Church of England ever ſince 

. the firſt Reformation, they have impeded all Eſſayes for a Proteſtant 
Union, and have done their utmoſt rather to Accommodate the Dif- 
ferences between Us and Rome, whereby Inſtead of Relaxations and 
Abatements towards Diſſenters. The Church of England has made 

' the Terms of Communion the more difficult and uneaſie unto us, to the 
. hightnivg and increaſing the Diviſions, and at this very day will be 

at the ſame work, wherein, unleſs timely prevented, they may ſucceed. 
We beſeech your Lordſiip therefore to animate your Brethren, who are 
bearty tothe Proteſtant Intereſt to Conſider with juſt regards the tender 
Conſciences of Diſſenting Proteſtants, and to appear in making a brisk. 
Oppoſition to thoſe, who under pretence of making the Church of 
England the more Grand, and Augult deſigns her Ruine by bringing 
her into her Antient Slavery to the Church of Rome. | 


*Tis to be wiſhed a Bill Comprehenſive of all Sound Proteflams 
might paſs in Order to the uniting us, But if that cannot be, a Bill 
ler Comprehenſsue w.th an Indulgence will very much contribute to 
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the Churches peace, and the ftrengthning the Protefant Intereſl. To 
which end, That the Advice your Lordvi gives p-. 62. to the end, 
may be regarded by all, ts the Prayer of him wbo highly values your 


 Lord(hips great Learning, your Chriſliass Temper, and Moderations 


and who 1s 


Your Humble Servant. 


Pas #.1.11, dele who. P+ 9. 1. 2. After then add, my work 3s. 1. 18. dele For. 
L. 35. for they r. the Diſſenters, p. 19.1. 22. for fr. of. p. 20.1. 23. After then - 
add the Biſhops of. p+ 21+ 1. 32- for Families r. Faculties. p. 23.1. 7.. aſter Ob-- 
je&ion add has offer'd; p. 26. 1. ult. r. of. p. 28. 1. 10. dele of p. 32. 1. 18. r. 
3t has. P. 33-1. 10. d. and. |. 28. r. Proftors, P. 34+ 1. 11.r. Scultingius. P.' 35» 
I. x5. r. Intelligencers. p.40-l. I. Tr. pages. P. 41+ |. ult. add That 3s ſeveral Pos 
piſh Veſtments. p. 42+ 1. 9. after affairs add thas in Civil, p. 44+ l. 6. aſter drun- 
benneſs add does. P. 48. I. 5+ I. SuperFiitious. Ps $5. 1. 13.1. Prince. p. 59. 


| 19. r. Parizy. p. 60. 1. 10.I. t0. |. ult. r. 2. Þ 71. 29.r. Rites. I. 38. af- 


ter that add are. L ult. r. why. Pe. 721. ult. r. #319. 


To the RE ADE R. 


HE defign of the enſuing Treatiſe is only ro ſhew, how neceſſary 'ris, 

| char the Church of Z:g/2n4 make the Terms of Communion with her . 

ſomewhat more 2aſie, For'ris certain, that whatever ſome ſuggeſt con- 
ccrning the fancy, humour and obſtinacy of Diſſentersz He who is the ſcarch- 
er of hearts doth know, rhar they are Conſcientious in their Non-conformity, 
Could chey with a good Conſcience conform, they would, but ſeeing they can- 
nor, (as appeass by whar-1s infiſed on 1n this Treatiſe) what muſt they do ? 
| They mufi not fin and offend God to pleaſe men, 

*Tis not altogether improbable bur that a Conformzſt in his peruſal of the ar-. 
guments in the following diſcourſe, may be ſupply'd wich an. anſwer fatisfatte- - 
ry to himſelf, and many others, notwithſtanding which, the Diſſenters may 
{till feel more conviction in thoſe arguments for their Non-conformicy, than in 
any reply made to'em, and therefore cannor Conſcienriouſly conform. 

Hitherto the Diſſcncers have been reproach'd as a people, who cauſe diviſi- 
-ons in the Church about Trifles, who rhough they won't now Conform, if there 
were a Bill of Comprehention on noeafier Termes than a complying with the 
uſe of the Liturgy, they would generally doit : I have therefore upon a ſ(erj- 
rious and deliberate weighing all things, thoughr ir meetar this ſeaſan (when a 
Jare book of a ſingular brother calls aloud for 1t,)to give an impartial acconnrt 
of the Diſſentersſcariments, which are-more general concerning <Gonformity, 
having done it impartially, rather indeed Itke an Hiftorian chan a Logician; 

The great thing I abide by, an judge my ſelf obhg'd to defend is. 1. That 
there are arguments powerfull enough w the judgments of feme, to faften plain con- 
wittions on '2m, concerning the untawfulness or inexpediency of theſe of the pre- 
ſent Ordinary Lord's dayes Service z Though T may not be convinc'd by them, 
"= orhers may. 2. That fo long as any Diſſenters are thus fully convinc'd of the un- 

awfulnecſs or 1inexpediency of the Liturgy, _ muft not att contrary 10.the plain 

conviction of their Conſcience and Conform 5 It -then there be any peace im rhe. 
Church, it muſt be eicher by a familiar, ſweer and plain diſcovery of their m1- 

Ttake, or by a relaxing ſomewhat the rigor of the Terms of Communion. The 

Forms by many years experience we find impoſſhble, and therefore as the Bz- 

ſrop of Cork and Roſs expreſles ir, the only probable expedient ſor union left 115 1s 

the later, ; 

In the following Hiſtory T muſt ſay, that-T have confin'd my (elf to urge thoſe _« 
arguments of the ©'& Non-conformiſts, which are againſt choſe parts of the Li- 
rurgy vow in being, and I have done it without paſſion or partiahry. My great 
care hath been to propoſe with indiffcrence their judgment, to the end the 
Keader, conſidering ir with the ſame equal mind as 'tis written, may be the 
betrer enabled to paſs a Candid Cenſure on the whole. 

I have nor been curious in che choice of words, for my deſign 1s only the in- 
formation of the vulgar, ro whoſe capacity I have in rhe moſt familiar manner 
Feotyd, adjuſted the following diſcourſe : That the God of Heaven will enable 
us altto follow peace with all men, and Holinzfs (for we muſt not ſo far purſue 
peace, asto do any unholy thing in order thereunto) ought to be our dayly 
Prayer to the God of Heaven. 

April 3. @2. Farewell, 
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An Account of. the Non-Conformiſts Principles , | 
concerning the Terms both of the Clergy, and 
Lay-Conformity. | 


INCE the 24th of Auguſt 1662, there have been ma- 
ny a Non-Conformiſt, even among the Miniſters, and 
People of _p—_ who, though they have diffe- 

. rent apprehenſions concerning the Terms of Conformi- 

zy, do yetall agree in their not ſubmitting unto all that is re- 
quired by the 4 of Uniformity. There are ſome among 

the Miniſters, who can Conſcientiouſly comply withall-that 
is enjoyn'd the people, and there are others, that cannot. 

That the Reader may with the greater clearneſs underſtand, 
wherein the principal grounds of Non-Conformity conſiſt, 
I will with the greateſt impartiality attempt the giving apar- 
ticular account of the Principles of thoſe, who are now moſt 
commonly known by the name of Niſſcaters. Nor that] 

deſign to inſiſt on. all thole principles, they profeſs to em- 
brace, as they are ſound Chriſtians, and good Proteſtants, but 
only to ſhew, what their Judgment is, as they are Dsſſent- 
ers fromthe Church of Exgland. 

1. There being a great difference between the Terms of 
Conformity impoſed on the Afnifters, and thoſe enjoyn'd 
the People, there are ſome among the Non-Conforming Mi- 
niſtry, who can ſubmit unto the empoſitions laid on the peo- 
ple, but not'unto what is exaded from the Miniſters. They 
can hear, yea read the ordinary Lords days Service, and | 
Joyn in the Communion of the Church, but yet cannot Aſſet, « 
and Conſent to every thing —_—_ in the 39 Articles, Book | 
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(22 
of Common Prayer, and Homilies already extant, and ſuch as 
ſhall bereafter be ſet forth, becauſe they are fully convinc'd, 
that there are ſeveral things contain'd in thoſe Books, which 
arenot agreable unto the Word of God, and becauſe, they 
cannot divine what may be inſerted in the Book of Homilies, 
hereafter to be publiſhed, and are loath to-ſubſcribe 'to they 
know not what. Theſe have ſo great an advantage apainſt 


"the Conformiſts, that Dr. Srilling fleet, when he firſt entred 


on the controverſies about the Terms of the peoples Com- 
munion with the Church, wav*d that of the Miniſters Con- 
formity. As theſe are Non-conformiſts, ſo intheir writings 
they triumph over the:Conformiſts ; But then as they do or- 
dinarity ſeparate from the: Communion of the Church, and 
ered_orderly  Congrepations for the Adminiſtrations of all 
Ordinances, they have not thatadvantage which other Non- 
conformifts have ; For ſay the Conformiſts ' unto em, ſee- 
inp you look on the terms of Lay-Communion to ' be lawful, 
and to thew fo much, you do occaſinalty hold Communion 
with us, your Communion ought to be S me and orirravy, 
and that becauſe the conſideration of the Curches peace; © and 
the authority of our Governours in the enoyning what is 
confeſſedly lawfall, ſhould oblige your Confeiences. © 
Thereare ſeveral things replycd. ' Eirſt, 'The Miniſters, 
being contecrared unto God in' that Holy Fintion '6f the 
Miniftry, darenot look back, ri by Sacriledpe ſhould 
they withdraw themſelves' from” the Miniſtry,' for . wo unto 
them if they preach not. Secondly, "The great neceſſity 


there is of their preaching, :in order to the reforming the 


hoops Moreover, they add, tharthey donor feparatefrom 
the Church, they do but-preach as LeQorers, or Curatesun- 
to the Pariſh Minifters.” om (09-08 | 
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In this controverſie, PI not engage my felf,” for my. buſt- 
neſs is principally defign'd to givea right ſtate of *the contro- 
'verſie, and, fo far asIcan,to offer fomewhat in the Non-con- 
formiſts defence, whith” as to this particular, ſhall be only 
to clear them from that reproach which is caſt on them, mo 
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their going toChurch, to Divine , Service, and: the Commur 
nion, and. yet do not conforin 'as Miniſters. The anſwer is 
calie, viz. There is much more than theſe things required of 
them; Yiz. Subſcriptions as enjoyn'd by the Ac of Unifor- 
mity, beſides the abjuring the Covenant, to the which ſeve- 
ral, who have nothing to offer again the ordinary Lord's 
days Service, and the other Terms of Lay-Communion, can- 
not yield their Conſciences. 

2. Thereareother Non-conforming Miniſters, who can- 
not.conſcientiouſly conform either unto the Terms impoſ?d 
on the 44niſter or People. Of theſe there are two ſorts. 

(1.) Some, who look on the particular forms of Prayer, 
unpoſed.onall to be Lawfall, but not Expedient, 

(2-9) Others whoconfider this particular form of Prayer 
to be Vzlawfull. | 

I. Of the firſt opinion are ſeveral Preſbyterians, if not ſome 
Congregational Divines. For the clearer underflanding their 


Sentiments, we muſt conſider. 
7. That there jisa difference between the lawfulneſs of ſet 


forms of Prayer in Theſs, and in Hypotheſ#, A formof Prayer 
m general may be lawfull, but th;s, or the other ſet form in 
particular, finfull. In the Popiſh Maſs Book there are ſeve- 
ral forms of Prayer, which are by ſound Proteſtants eſteem- 
ed ſinfull, not becauſe they are forms, ſo much as becauſe 
they are ſuch forms. There are very few, heſides ſome In. 
dependents and Anabaptiſts, who Jucge all forms of Prayer, 


becauſe they are forms, to be Unlawfull. 
2. Therc is alſo a difference between the lawfu/neſs of a 


form, and its expediency. A Stinted Liturgy may in ſome 
caſes be both lawfull and expedient, and in other, though in 
it felf lawfull, yet highly inexpedient. For ought I can fay 
tothe contrary, a.ſet form of preaching is as lawfull as a ſet 
formof Prayer; and*tis manifeſt, that there wasa timein the 
beginning of Edward the 6ths. Reign, that the making Ser- 


-10ns for the Miniſters, was as convenient as the making 
and 


Prayers for them, ſuch —_— ignorance, peeviſhneſs and 
2 COn- 
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contentiouſneſs of thoſe in Holy Orders 3 That a ftinted 
form was as neceſfary to be uſ'd in preaching as ?twas in pray- 
ing, for which reafon as an Engliſh Liturgy was drawn up 
for the Miniſters help in prayer, a Book of Homilies was pre- 
par'd to be read inſtead of preaching, unto both which, at 
firſt, all ſuch as had not a Licenſe were equally oblig?d. But 
thongh a ſtinted form of preaching be in it ſelf lawfull, doth 
it therefore follow that ?tis always expedient ? The like may 
be faid of a form of prayer. F 

3. That about things lawfull, that is, about fuch things 
as are in their own nature z7different, enquiry muſt be made 
_ after their expediency or inexpediency pro hic, & nunc. For 
many things whichare in Theſ lawfull,” are yet in Hyporheſi, 
becauſe of their inexpediency ſinfull, To eat fleſh is in it 
ſelf lawfull, butto cat fleſh offer*d unto Idols when another 
acquaints thee with it, is inexpedient, and therefore ſinfull- 
There are many things that are lawfull, which becauſe they 
edifie not, but offend, and grieve fach for whom Chriſtdyed 
are inexpedient, yea as ſo circumſtantiated, are unlawtull, 
and caiinot without ſins be complyed with. US 

The Apoſtle Paulin his Epiſtles ro'the Romans and' Corrn- 
thians Joo ſomewhat amply treat of this point, where he 
fayes, that though all things are lawfull, yet all things are 
not expedient, that is, as the Apoſtle himfelf explains it, 
all things edific nut ; Allthings, -(G. e.) all indifferent things. 
are lawfull, but not at all times, in every circumſtarice for 
Gods glory, and therefore not expedient. ' In the exerciſe . 
of our liberty about things indifferent, if we will follow 
the Apoſtle Paul, we muſt take heed that we do nothing that 
affords grief, or provesa ſtumbling block to thofe for whom 
. Chriſt dyed, but muſt endeavour that all things be to the 
Glory of God, and the edification of Souls. Thisis evident 
from Rozr. 14. and 1 Coy. 10. 

If then the Ordinary Lord?s dayes Service be in it ſelf Iaw- 
full and indifferent, yetif it's uſe be a grief and a ſtumbling 
block to thoſe for whom . Chriſt dyed, no way conducive 
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to God*s glory, nor the peoples edification, its uſe is ſo very 
inexpedient.as to become unlawfull, yea ſinfull, unto ſuch as 
know ſo much, the which inexpediency remains, notwith= 
ſtanding any Humane Law to the contrary. For when the 
caſe is as here ſtated, the word of God ſhews it to be in- 
expcdient, and therefore cannot be altered by any law of 
man, 

That the Lord?s dayes Service, though in it felf lawfull,- 
is inits uſe' inexpedient. Some may argue thus, namely, 
It becomes all good Chriſtians to mind the Peace and Edifi- 
cation of thoſe Churches, where they live, and unto this we 
ought to have a. ſpecial regard in the exerciſe of our liberty 
about things indifferent. There is a manifeſt diviſion among 
Proteſtants in this Kingdom, the which hath prov?d very per- 
aicious unto' the Proteftant Religion, and if encreaſed, .can- 
not but be much more miſchievous, and therefore all men 
mult take heed, that in the uſe of their liberty they do not 
what neceffarily tends to the multiplying diviſions. : If we 
cannot Unite'the. Conformiſt. and Non-conformift, 'we muſt 
do all, that lawfully we can, to fix an Union between' Confor- 
miſt and Conformift,, yea, and between Non-conformiſt 
and Non-conformiſt ; This every judicious and fober Chri- 
ſtian will I preſume grant, from which conceſſion, *tis thus 
argued, even from the ſuppoſition of the-lawfulneſs of the. 
Lord's day, Service againſt the expediency of its uſe pro hic, 
& Nunc. fo 01.25 
; If a Non conformiſt's uſing this ſervice dothnot contribute 
any thing towards an V0 with the Conformiſt, but tends 
to the dividing the Non-conformiſt, though the ſervice be 
in it felf lawfull, yetits uſe is not expedient. | 

But a Non-conformiſts ofing this Service doth not contri- 
ute any thing towards an Union with the Conformiſt, [As 
Mr. Xead”s experience does cvince, for ſayes he in his cafe, 
Though we yield as far as we can in things lawfull, there us no 
Union, no Peace nor Agreement to be had with fuch men, ] 
but tends to the dividing of the Nog-conformiſts, as is. moſt 

manifeſt 
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manifeſt to any that will but deliberately confider: the: general 
prattice of the Diffenting ew ys ns vr iy: the. uſe of 
the Lord's dayes Service pro hic & ninc highly incxpedient, 
and not to be done. | 

The multiplying diviſions among good Proteſtants cannot 
befor God's glory,: nor for the edification of the people, but 
has been, and ſtill is a ſtumbling block unto ſome, and great 
grief unto others for whom Chrift dyed, and therefore a man 

ould rather ſuffer, than uſe it. *Tis queryed by ſome, 
whether or no the generality of Non-conformiſts do eſteem 
the uſe of the ordinary Lord's dayes Service expedient ? In 
anſwer unto which, I may ſafely affert, that. the generality of 
the Non-Conformiſts do at leaſt conſider the Conforming unto the 
Lord's dayes Service ſo very inexpedient, that they cannot Con- 
ſeientiouſly comply with it ;, This is manifeſt from their avow-= 
ed Principles and Prattiſes: 

T. Their Principle is, that in matters of Religion, what- 
ever is in it ſelf lawfull and pro hic, &:2unc expedient, is 
their: _ 3. The expediency of a .lawfull thing: makes it 
Duty. Ithas therefore been the Conſcientious endeavour of 
Nor-conformiſts to find out the expediency. of thoſe things 
which arelawfull, (:.e.) whether the uſe thereof is for God's 
glory, and the edification of the people, and they judge 
themſelves bound in Conſcience to do whatever lawfully they 
may, tothe end God may beglorified, and the edification of 
immortal ſouls advanced. 

2, The Prattice of the Non-conformiſts hath been by this 
Rule, as they dare not do what is to God?s'diſhonour, ſo 
they are afraid to omit what will be for God's glory, and 
for edification. Their being tarn'd out of their places to the 
impoveriſhing the families of ſome, the great prejudice of 
all, does evince they cannot venture on the doing what is to 
God*s diſhonour. Their greivous ſufferings on the account 
of their publique meetings do as manifeſtly. demonſtrate, 
that they are afraid toomit what is for God's glory, and the 
edification of the people. + 
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' Fo thefe conſiderations add, that if thefe Conſcientious 
Non-conformiſts had been convinced, that the uſe-of [the 
ordinary Lord?s dayesService had been beth lawfull and ex- 
pedient, that is, had been for Gods glory, and the people's 
g00d, would they have lived fo many a- year in the negle& 
andomiffion of ſoexcellent: a: duty ?/ What, do they . make 
conſcience of one duty, butino confeience -of Unother ? Sute- 
iy, Tcannotbelſeveipt 7 - + HH 100th ak 

For this reaſon I think my ſelf oblig?d fo ' conclude, that 
the true reaſon why the generality of the Non-conformi 
Miniſters, who do not uſe this Service, is becauſe they think 
it inexpedient, they believe it is not for Gods glory, 'nor for 
edification, they fear that ſhould 'they uſe it, they: ſhould 
diſhonour God, and bea feandal and grief toimany for whom 
Chriſt dyed. Bot, - 1:19 |, FREE 

[.' There arc others, who conſider the particular forms 
of worſhip, appointed in the Liturgy for- the. ordinary 
Lords ayes fervice, to-be 'unlawfall,” of this apitiion are 
ſome Preſpyterians, the Cor regational generally -and\ the 
Anabapriſt. | Hete Pil-gite the fenſe of the moderater ſort 
of thofe, who look on'the preſent 'Liturgy,- as what cannot 
by them beufed without fin 3 The which-Pll do withoat an 
engaging my. ſelf fo far in their defence, as to efpouſe their 
'quarrel. & $99 (IO ESR 3: M0 STR] e990 
[| Asfor my part, Ithink moderation becomesall "Chriſtians, 
' efpecially Engliſh Proteſtants, 'in-a day wherein they'are'in 
danger of being deftroyed by the common enemy, the -Pa- 

iſt. -Thisisnot a time to fall ont with one another,- and 
quarrel about leſſer things, for now the great and weighty 
matters of onr Relipiort are inſhazard; 'there miſt be: 4h ex- 
-erciſe of Chriſtian charity towards each other. Let-every 
man give that liberty to the'coriſcience of another, whick he 
expeas ſhould be given'his own, for while the World'en- 
dures, there will. be as different apprehenſions about leſſer 
matters, as there are different comple&ions among men, 
and thereſore there muſt-be matual forbearance,' or there 
will be no peace among us. Me- 
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. .Methinks it lookes ill, when men aſſume to. themſelves 
an unaccountable infallibility; the which is attended with a 
proportionable ſeverity,' in impoſing their own ſentiments 
on others. This is not only common among the Papiſts, 
but alſo to be obſerved too much among all ſorts of Prote - 
ants, whether Epiſcopal, Presbyterian, Independent or 
Anabaptiſt, and is, I verily believe, - one great reaſon of 
thoſe violent Diſſentions that are among us,every one thinks, 
that ſach as diſſent from them, do ſo without- any ſolid rea- 
ſons,. and therefore not to be tolerated. Thus ſome of the. 
Conforming Clergy eſteem the Non-conformiſts difſent from 
them, to be both unreaſonable and- intolerable, and ſome 
Difſenters; it may be, are even with the: Epiſcopal in thoſe 
cenfures'they paſs on them, and- among the Non-confor- 
miſts, ſome, who only deſire that the ſubſcriptions and ab- 
jurings of Covenants be remov*d, are willing enough that 
the Liturgy be eſtabliſhed with but a few amendments, the 
which may, be done by a Comprehenſive Bill, that hath nothing 
.of- Indulgence in it. {0 WMBELT E140 
- - But really how weak ſoeyer the greateſt part of the Non- 
conformiſts are, *tis too manifeſt, that they think that fhere 
are other Blocks which lye in their way to Conformity, than 
ſubſcriptions and abjurings, whoſe Conſciences ſhould be re- 
garded, and who ſtand as much in need of an Indulgence, as 
others do of a Comprehenſion. 1. the Bill of comprehenſion 
ſhould be comprehenſive enough to take me in,-I think my 
felf oblig'd to do my utmoſt that ſuch Conſcientious perſons, 
:who through weakneſs cannot do as much. as my ſelf, be at 
leaſt indulg'd. | | 
-:-- Conſcience is a tender thing, and is really the immediate 
diretter of our a&ions, againſt the plain convi&ious of which 
we muſt not go. No. Authority is ſufficient to:oblige any 
man to a& againſt the plain convidtions of conſcience ; For 
which reaſon, ſeeing the Diſſenters are fully convinc'd in 
Conſcience, that they cannot lawfully conform to the preſent 
\ Ferms of Lay*Communion, there muſt be either ſome al- 
| \.. ... teration 
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teration of the Termes, or ſome muſt ſuffer for Conſcience 
ſake, whence then to ſhew. the neceſſity of altering ſome 
things, even for a comprehenſion, and the oo. 1 other 
things for the caſe of tender Conſciences. Vil give the Read- 
eran Hiſtorical Account of ſorne of their reaſonings againſt 
the Termes of Lay-Communion, the which I will produce on- 
ly tothis end, namely to ſhew, that the reaſons are ſuch as 
may. lay convictions on the Conſciences of good and honeſt; 
; if not learned men. Though men of great learning may be 
+ abletoanſwer them, yet if they be ſuch as are ananſwerable 
inthe judgmenr of the Difſenters, *tis ſufficient for the pur- 
poſe for which I produce them. Thoſe arguments may be 
ſtrong in the judgment of ſome, which are not ſo in the opi= 
ion of others. My province then is only to propoſe, not to 
defend the arguments thatare cogent in moving ſome Difſen- 
ters to conclude, that as Lay-men, they cannot conform un- 
to the impoſed Termes of the Church of England. 

For to the compleat Communion of Lay-men, there is 
required a conformity, not only to the ordinary Lord®s dayes 
Service, but moreover unto their Modes of Adminiſtring the 
Sacraments, But that unto thisthey cannot conform, 1 will 
eſſay mp 6. to evince, by ſhewing more generally, 
why they can't conform to the Terms impos'd on the people, 
and then more particularly why they can't ſubmit unto the 
Rubrick, about baptizing their children, nor Communicate 
with them in the Lord's Supper, and in fine give ſeveral rea- 
fons, why others can't with a ſafe Conſcience attend on the 
Reading of the ordinary Lord's dayes Service. 

I. Why ſome cannot Conſcientiouſly comply with the 
Tay of Communion, impoſed by the Church on the peo- 
ple. . | 

1. More generally ; Becauſe there are ſo many things 
which the Church of England acknowledges to be in their 
own nature indifferent, that are made ſo neceſſary apart of 
Religion, asto be Termes of Communion with them. They 
take the Word of God contained in the writings of the Old 
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and New Teſtament to bethe only Rule of the whole, and 
of every part of their Religion, whence what is enjoyned 
them, as ſo neceſſary a part of Religion, as to be made a- 
Termof Communion, they cannot conform thereunto, un- 
leſs it beagreeable tothe Word of God. © A Termof Chri- 
ftian Communion is a very neceſſary part of Chriſt's Religion, 

the non-embracing which deprives a perſon of the benefit 
and advantage of the Sacraments, and therefore they muſt 
be no other, thzn what our Lord Chriſt has in his Word 
madeſo. If any man, or ſociety of men aſſume unto them- 
ſelves a power concerning matters of Religion, wbich Chriſt 
never gave them, they think they cannot be faithfull unto 
Chriſt, if they ſubje& themſelves unto them in their exer- 
ciſe of ſuch an irregularly aſſumed power. Chriſt Jeſus is 
the Sole Lord of his ; cs > and Law-giver in it, aud 
therefore the alone Author of the whole of Chriſtian Religi- 


on, for which reafon, they cannot receive any ſuch additions ... 
as are made meerly by men, as parts, much leſs as neceſſary +. 


parts of Chriſtian Religion, they know that there are ſome* 
who ſay, the Impoſition may be ſinfull, ' when a compliance 
therewith is a duty ; But this in matters of Religion, eſpeci- 
ally in the preſent caſe they do not underſtand, becauſe 
when lawfull Authority commands any thing {fully , the 
great reaſon why tis ſinfull is, becauſe ?*tis in other manner 
than according to the Word of God, but if the command 
be not according to God*s Word, how can their obedience 
be ſo ? Allobedience is toa command, and ſuch is the con- 
nexion between the command and the obcdience, that we 
muſt conſider the obedience to be as is the. command ; If the 
command be out of the Lord, and finfull, the obedience 
thereunto cannot be in the Lord, and a duty. If the com- 
mand be not for the Lord, but againſt him, the obedience 
cannot be for the Lord. But that our 'obedience muſt be 
in, and for the Lord, is acknowledged by the Church of 

England. 
But there are many things in their own nature, according 
to 
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to the confeſſion of the Church of England indifferent, which 
etare made ſo neceſſary a part of Chriſtian Religion as to 
be enjoyncd as Termes of Chriſtian Communion.  Who- 
ever couſcientiouſly refuſes to be preſent at their publique 
Prayers, or to kneel at the Sacrament, is, by the 27th. Canons 
deprived of the Sacrament, yea, and though the Miniſter, 
who ſhall witringly adminiſter the ſame to notorious offenders, 
and perjur'd viltains incurres not for ſuch a default, the pas 
of Suſpenſion; Yet no Miniſter when he celebrateth the Com- 
munion, ſhall wirrsngly Adminiſter the ſame to any but to 
ſuch as kxee!, under pain of S»ſperſ:oz, nor under the like 
pain to any that refuſe ro be preſent at Publique Prayers, ac- 
cording to the Orders of the Church of England. "Thus not 
only a formof Prayer, but this particular form of Prayer, 
in which form there are many things, with which theſe Difſ- 
ſenters cannot comply, are made ſo neceſſary a part of Re- 
ligion, that if they conform not unto them, they are denyed 
the Lord*s Supper, and what Miniſter ſoever admits ſuch un- 
to the communion is lyable unto a ſuſpenſion, a greater pu- 
niſhment than is threatned againſt thoſe Miniſters, who ad- 
mit ſuch as commit the horrible ſin of perjury. Moreover 
though they are convinc'd in conſcience they fin if they kneel, 
yet they cannot be admitted unto the Lord's Snapper unleſs 

they kneel, | bo 
Let us put the beſt ſenſe on theſe things, and 'tis this; As 
| thenotorious offender and perjur?d villain cannot be admitted 
fo the Sacrament, becauſe he complyes not with God's Terms, 
the Holyeſt man on earth cannot be admitted, unleſs he com- 
Plies with Ian's Termes. But what is this leſs than ſetting 
up mans poſts with Gods, or a ſetting as high (if not a high- 
er) value on the precepts of men, as on the commands of 
God ? But ſeeing our Lord Chriſt has | wager; a liberty 
for them, whereby they may be admitted to the Sacrament 


on eaſier Termes than Man will permit, they muſt abide by 
this liberty in doing which they do, but diſcharge their duty 


in afſertingthe Lord: Jeſus Chriſt to be the Sole Author of 
C2 the 
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the whole of Chriſtian Religion, and of all the Termes of 
Chriſtian Communion. Bur, 

2, To be more particular in ſhewing why they cannot 
joyn with the Church in the Sacraments 3 In doing which I'll. 
contract my ſelf. in giving you no other than what 1 find. in the 
Altar of Damaſcus. 

(1.) Of Baptiſm. 

Pl] only offer a very little that is inſiſted on in my Author, 
and therefore will paſs by that paſſage in' the Second Prayer 
before Baptiſm, [where the Remilſon of ſins # defired by Spi- 
ritual Regeneration \, As if the pardon of ſin conſiſted rather 
in the Sandtification of the ſoul, thari the diſſolving the obli- 
gation to puniſhment :J and conſider the [mter/ogatories which 
are theſe, ** Doft thou forſake the Devil, and all bu works. 
« &c. DoFtthou believe, &c. Wilt thou be Baptized in this 
&« Faith ? The Child hath not Underſtanding, nor - Faith, 
« nor deſire of Baptiſm; And how be it the child had Faith, 
« canthe God-father tell abſolutely, and in particular, that 
« this Child whom he preſenteth, doth Believe, deſire Bap- 
<« tiſm, or forſake the Devil ? It isa fooliſh thing, and great 
© mockery of God?s ſervice, to demand that of Infants, 
& which was at the firſt demanded of ſuch as were come to 
& years of| diſcretion, and were converted from Gemntiliſm. 
& The children of Faithfull Parents are within the Covenant 
&« of Grace, whereupon it is that they are made partakers 
<« of the Seal of the Covenant; The Covenant being made 
<& with the Parents in their Faith, and not the Faith of the 
&« child , the Parents ſhould give confeſſion of their own 

_ EU Faith, and not of the Faith of the child, which is not : 
 E hecavſe their own Faith is the condition of the Covenant 
< ypon their part, whereupon God promiſeth to be their 
« God, and the God of their Seed. Whereupon alſo it 
« falloweth, that the Father of the child ſhould preſent the 
<« child, and give confeſſion, and rot another, becauſe the 
« Covenant is made with him, and his Seed, and the child 
« is his Seed, not the Seed of another, whom we call God- 

| | « father, 
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« fither ; The Watural Father is the proper God-father. 
« Others may be Witneſſes of Baptiſm, but that the Father 
< ſhould, or canreſign this duty to another, I deny. 
© After that the child is dipped, [or ſprinkled] and Baprs- 
© zed in the Name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, the 
& Priest maketh a Croſs upon the child's Forchead ;, Saying, 
* We receive this child into the Congregation of Chriſt*s Flock , 
&© nd do ſign with the ſiguof the Croſs, in token that hereafter 
& he ſhall not be aſhamed to confeſs the faith of Chriſt Crucified, 
© and Manfully to fight under his Banner againſt Sin, the 
&« World, and the Devil, and to continue Chriſt's Faithfull 
& Souldicr and Servant unto his Lifes end. He faith not we 
& hve received, but we do receive, as if the child were not 
&© received by Baptiſm, but by Croſſing, or as if the child 
© were again received by Crofling, which was before receiv- 
«ed by Baptiſm. This ſigning with the croſs is no decent 
&« 6cſture, it is rather like ajugglers geſture, than a geſture 
&« of decency and comelineſs ; It muſt then be uſed as a Sym- 
&« polical and Significant Rite. But we have no ſuch ſign ſet 
« down in the Word of God, as to make two Croſs Lines 
< in the Air with our fingers, to repreſent the croſs of a Tree, 
& or to ſignifie- unto us, that we ſhould not be aſhamed of 
«the Croſs of Chriſt. &s. Thou ſhalt make unto thy ſelf 
© zo Image, that is any Repreſentation forged in thy own brain 
< robe ſet upin the Worſhip of God. Admit once the Aerial 
«Croſs in Baptiſm, ye cannot refuſe to ſet up the material 
«© Croſs, and the Rood in the Kirck , nor the Wooden or Stone 
< Crofſes in the High-way 3 For all may ſignifie the ſame 
<« thing, that the Croſs on the forchead ; And by this reaſon 
& every oue may wear a Silver Croſs upon his forchcad alſo. 
« Further, not only other ſignificant crofſes material may 
« be brought in upon this ground, but alſo the reſt of the 
 Ebeggarly cereinonics of Baptiſm, to deface, and deform 
« the purity, plainneſs and ſimplicity of Chriſt's inſtitution. 
<« As to put ſalt into the mouth of the child, to anoint with 


« Oyl the breaſt and ſhoulders, and the top of the head with 
« Holy 
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* Holy Criſm, and to put a burning Taper into his hands, 
*© &c. for theſe Toyes had their own glorious ſipnification, 
© as well as the Croſs. Laſtly, What doth it ſignifie, but 
** that which is already fignified in baptiſm. The ſame va- 
*© lourand courage, and conſtant profeſſion, and fighting un- 
* der Chriſt's banner, is a part of that Grace which is ſealed 
© by baptiſm. But beſides that it is a ſgnificant toy, it is 
© alfo eſteemed efef:ve, for they ſay, that the infant by it 
© is dedicated to the ſervice of him that dyed on the croſs. 
*© Whodid ſandtifie this ſign for ſuch an uſe ? Are men able 
*todoit? It was made alſo a conſecrator of Water, -Bread 
**and Wine, andall other Holy things in 'time of Popery, 
* for the which corruption we ought to abhorr it. Again 
* we Sign this child in token, that he ſhall continue Chriſt"s 
 ©* Faithfull Souldier to his Lives end ; Theſe words [ſhall con- 
<*tinue to his lives end,] compared with the like in the Epi- 
&© Zle of the 22 Sunday after Trinity [God ſhall continue 
«the work in you to the end] ſhew unto us, that we uſethe 
& croſs for a pledge to give aſſurance to the child to continue 
© in grace to the end, which if it be ſo, then it ſerveth to 
&« work faith, and is uſed effeftually, ſaith Parker. Hooker 
<« faith, that there cannot be a more forceable means to avoid 
« that which may deſervedly procure ſhame. If it be in ſome 
'& ſort a means to ſecure from confuſion Everlaſting, then it 
«is in ſome ſort effeftive of Grace. In a word, ſuppoſe 
<« there were no ſinfull uſe of it for the preſent, the horrible 
<« abuſe of itin times by-paſt, and the danger and peril of 
<« theſe ſame abuſes are ſufficient to remove it out of this Ho- 
<« ly Sacrament, where it is ſet up in ſuch honourable State, 
<« beſide the Lord's own Altar. 

(2. ) Of the Lord's Supper. 

I'll not mention all is faid of this, Ill only apply my ſelf 
to what is ſaid of Kneeling, which geſtare, though not ac- 
cording to Chriſts example, nor the nature of the Ordinance, 
is impoſed as a neceſſary condition of our Rzght in the Lord's 


Supper 3 whatever right Faith and Repentance may give #1- 
| ro 


C15) | 
to this Ordinance, no jus in re, no right init is acknowledg- 
ed to any ataong us, but ſuch as Kneel, whereby Kneeling 
is made by the Church of England a neceſſary Term, and 
yet. look*d on but as indifferent, as if a man had been inveſt- 
ed with a power of making a thing in it ſelf indifferent, to 
become a neceſſary part of Chriſts Religion ; But to give 
you what find inthe Alrar of Damaſcus ; Where *tis ſaid. 
*© That without any farther, he and they [viz. Miniſter and 
© People] Communicate Kneeling after the Popiſh manner, 
**that is, with a geſture of Adoration, when they are behold- 
* ing the ſigns, taking, cating, drinking, and inwardly in 
<« their minds ſhould be meditating on the fignification, and 
. the fruit, and benefit which they reap by Chriſt Crucified, 
&« and conſequently cannot without diſtradtion of mind from 
<« this employment of the Soul, and Meditation, pray a ſet, 
« and continued prayer to God, or canuot meditate and be 
© employcd in the preſent ation without diftrattion of mind 
<« from the prayer, and therefore cither they pray irreverent- 
«ly, which: they will not grant, or do Communicate this 
«Geſture of Adoration to the other imployments of the Soul, 
«and of the outward' ſenſes and members of the body, 
<« about the objects preſented, which they muſt grant, and 
© ſo nill they, will they, they muſt be forced to confeſs, 
« that they commit idolatry. Kneeling is no decent geſture 
« for a Table, for commodity, they ſay, maketh decency, 
<+ but this geſture is confeſſed not to be commodious, as ſit- 
ting is; It is then enjoyned for another reaſon. to wit for 
c Reverence, 'but to kneel for Reverence and Religious re- 
{<ſpedts is ever Adoration in the higheſt degree. To kneel 
<« for reverence, that is, to adore, "is not enjoyned here for 
< prayer, neither may prayer lawfully be enjoyned in time 
<« of another action, and part of God's worſhip to be per- 
<« formed by the ſame perſon. And ſuppoſe it were enjoyn= 
« ed for the ſhort prayer uttered by their prieſt, yet are not 
« the outward ſenſes, and inward faculties employed princi- 
<« pally on that prayer, but upon another adion, Princgney 
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(16) 
<« and dire&ly intended in the inſtitution, whereas the other 
* is only ſuper-added by man. Let them frame: their Cz- 
& ons and Alts as they pleaſe, and ſuppoſe, that they kneel 
© for reverence of the Sacrament, common ſenſe may tegch 
& us, that it is done for that reſpe&, either totally or prin- 
< cipally ; bur let it be inthe leaſt part, yet that leaſt part is 
&« jdolatry. Beſide the idolatry of this geſture, it cannot 
« ftand with the right manner .of celebration, and rites of 
* the inſtitution. For when they kneel ſor adoration they 
& cannot carry the cup from hand to hand, nor divide the 
© elements among themſelves, as Chriſt hath commanded. 
<< In many places the peopleare raiſed from their kneeling to 
&« come about the Table there to receive kneeling, and then 


| <Exre diretted to their places again, ſaith the Author of the 


<< Survey. The prieſt giveth the Bread and the Wine, to 
<« every one ſeverally, out of his own hands. When the 
& cup is to be carryed from one to another, the communi- 
& cant is too prophane (in their opinion) to reach it, the 
&« Prieſts Holy hand muſt take it from one, and give it to the 
<« other : but Chriſt willed his Diſciples to divide it among 
&« themſelves, and it was carryed from hand to hand indeed, 
« after the manner of the laſt paſchal cup. When Chriſt 
<« therefore gave the Bread and the Wine, he ſaid in the plu- 
« ral number, take ye, eat ye, &c. The Engliſh prieſt 


. © ſpeaketh in the ſingular number, ' when he giveth the ele- 


<« ments, he annexeth not Chriſts words containing-a com- 
<« fortable promiſe, and uttered in an Enunciative form, but 
*© other words invented by man, and in form of a prayer, 
« converting one part of God's worſhip into another, or elſe 
< confounding them. | 

By this *tis manifeſt that many Miniſters may conſcienti- 
oufly refuſe to conform to the Termes impoſed on the peo- 
ple. They canno more ſatishe their conſciences in comply- 
ing with the Termes of Lay-Communion, than others can 
with thoſe of the Miniſters Conformity. 


Moreover, 
II. As 


(19. 7 

Il. Asthey cannot hold Communion with the Church in 
the Holy Sacraments, 'and conſequently not comply. with 
what is required of the people in order thereunto, ſo neither 
canthey with a ſafe Conſcience -joyn in the ordinary Lord's 
aayes Service. They cannot conſcientiouſly approve of many 
things in that ſervice, unto which they muſt give their ap- 
probation if they conform thereunto. 

- Whoever conforms doth thereby ſhew his approbation 
of what he conforms unto. To what a man conforms, to 
that he manifeſts his good liking, why is it that ſome can- 
not conform unto the By-Offices, but becauſe they do not 
approve of them, and why do any conform to the ordin 
Lord's dayes Service, but becauſe they approve of it, whi 
is as-much as if it had been ſaid, Conformity is an Ovyert 
= of Approbation , ?tis in prafice. an -Approving the 
thing. Min $4 ga & 
But ſome ſcrupulous Diſſenters . cannot conform unto the 
ordinary Lord®s dayes Service without conforming to ſeveral 
things to which they refuſe the giving their approbation. By 
the ordinary Lord*s dayes Service they underſtand, all that 
Office that. is according to the 'Lirurgy, and Canon of the 
Church, appoynted to be read. Ordinarely on the Lord*s day, 
or to ſpeak in the Common Prayer Diale@, that Service that 
is appointed to be read ordinarily on Sundayes, againſt the 
uſe of which they do more generally argue thus. 

I. If they muſt conform to the ordinary Lord's dayes Ser- 
vice, it mult beto all according. to the Rubrick. and Canon, 
or only to ſome part. But, - | 
. If the /arrey it will not fatisfic the Church, for by refuſing 
to be Preſent at any part thereof, they are to be denyed the 
Lord*s Supper, and if when call'd to ſhew their reaſon of 


ſuch their refuſal, they ſpeak any thing againft cither the 

Serviceit ſelf, or any Ceremonies, or Rites in uſe, they are 

by an Jpſo fafto Excommunication Excommunicated accord- 

ing to the 4th. and 6th. Canons, whereby to ſome it ſeems 

apparent, that unleſs their Cay be full and _—_ 
D [0 


Wd 

(18) 
they are as lyable to the diſpleaſure and cenſure of the Church, 
as if they had! not at all conforn'd. ' The Miniſter - muſt 
readall required, and the people muſt joyn- with him itr ity. 
or be expof*d to the ſevere; laſh of Eccleſiaſtical Fulmina- / 


tions ; but this many a Difſenter cannot do. \neither doth eve- 


ry Conformable Miniſter in this reſpe& aQually conform to 
the Canon. bt; ; 

"Tis true every Miniſter according to the. import: of. the 
ſecond Arricle, unto which he. that ſubſcribes. 'is- oblig/d'7to- 
uſe the form-in the ſaid book preſcribed in-Prayer, and Ad-: 


_ miniſtration of the Sacramenits; and 0 other; ' The which 


was expreſly enjoyn'd all: Miniſters, primo Elizi ' Where. 
*Ftis faid,* T hat all aid ſingular Minifters ——— tn any. Pa- 
riſh Chuyehy' ot «ther place within the-Realm of England =. 


Fa 
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and Open Prayer in ſuch order and form as 1s mentioned inthe: 
ſaid Book, aid 163 ather,: or: otherwiſe; that is,  ſayes Dr. 
_— neither before nor after Sermen, [no .othet. prayer; 
feſs the bidditig of prayer -with the alone uſe of the Eard's 
Prayers 15 owed by the Canmr. " L3H dk! Y 2514 
_ © "'That'this/is the -fenſe of 2he Ohyroch. of England, how 
edhfrary ſoever' the praftice bf her Sons generally is, wild 
appear with convidionts ſachs. \confiter, that 'the 
weightyeſtanpuments which irs produc'd'!to proveithe:ufe-. 
fulneſs of a publique Liturgy, are fetchd-from: ſuch Topicks, 
a5 tieceflatily mifetrthe unfawfulneſs' sf: publique: praying 
ev2ehpbreſ or bye formiiof a private Mintterd Compolings 
One great Argument is given us*by Mr: Fierveyi mithe 
wordsof 'the OS outifel bf Xelevis, Which is;/ * that a- pab- 
&lique Litorgy: #pprov'd of- either by a Council or Synod, 
& miſt be uſed Teſt anything: peradventure be - otherwiſe fra- 
W med tont?aty unto Faith, either by, ighorance, tori for want 
sf fodys "or dneimeditation, org others add, laiftthoſe 
Miniſters WR6priv0 ct hempre;' or uſe a ſer form'of their 
own tothptfidg 5: ſibnild be :T1mmerbodical in their Prayers, 
ufing Tamolvgies; of having in*tm Nonſenſe, and ſeveral ol 
ph F- comely 


( 19) | 
cemely ſlips; 'beſide 'tis added, that we muſt uſe a publique 
Liturgy , ' that the prayers of the ſeveral Congregations 
withinthjs.Realm, may -be ſent up unto God in the ſame 
words,” &e. All:which is againſt the uſe of all free. Prayer, 
or- Prayers: Compos*d by: the Miniſter himſelf,” for which 
reaſon' many\areof an opinion,-:that the Laturgy, was delign'd 
to be inſtead of all other prayer, the which ſeems to. be ,the 
meaning of the 14th.-Canon, where 'tis expreſt, : that there 
muſt be anufing the Liturgy without either diminiſhing in re- 
gardof Preaching, vr any other veſpeth, or adding any thing 
either inthe matter, or form thereof. ||: ef-. et 

But that many among the .Diſſenters cannot atisfie them- 
ſelves in abiding by a form of prayer, thus. ereded to the 
publique diſuſe of thegift of prayer is very certain, {ee:Dr. 
Galtznzon this Subjea, Though there are ſome circumſtan» 
ces whereina form of prayer is'lawfull, namely,. when. the 
perſon whoſe duty 'tistopray in publique .has npt;p gift, in 
that caſe to ufe a form is much better than-not to..pray at;al 
which is enough to ſhew that the uſing a form .of prayer is: 
not init ſelf unlawful, ſeeing if it had been f@,,;it could ne- 
ver bea dnty ; However to:fet; up a form 4o-ofpolBjon to 
the publique uſe, if ſpititnator'free. prayeris'in the opinian 
of ſome; notonly a pradticeunkaewnitothe, Church ;for ſe- 
veral hanlred years, but: niorcover -eontrary to the preſent 
difpenſationof the Spirit. - $6þ-c16 

"1, 'They aſſertthat the impoling'a - abligue:Lirargy them 

is.a practice ;that'was unlhown tothe Church for ſeveral 

tumdred years. 1T he:Ritverend IP Mx. Baxter 

in' his'Search'for the'iEngliſhSabiformntickgs al rts; + That 

o One Liturgy wasimpioledontony:[National Serqrcl ar 

*aby Patriarchal- for many{hundred years after Fa poltles 
P 


£-dayes(yea and after Conſtantine) but every'Bilhop or, Fa: 
«for was the ichooſer iof his words and ;praftice, and 2s 
others,7a publique Litatgy was not Univerſally impos'd: une _ 
till Antichriſt did ariſe, by the power of whoſe might;,G7e: 
rYories Liewroyin _—_ 'thatiof ;Ambreſe was unpos d 
| z | OA 
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( 20) 
on the Churches, which Liturgy wasnot received from the 
Apoſtles, nor in many years after, but ſome part had its riſe 


| from Pope Sixrw the Firſt, another from Celeftin, &c. as 
Platina 1n the lives of Sixtus, Celeſtin, and Gregory does af- 


ſert. Furthermore Bellarmine himſelf does acknowledge, 
that the Biſhops of particular Churches ever 'had allowed 
*em a power of making Offices for their own Churches, 
which point of Bellarmine is confirmed by uncontroulable 
evidences in this our own. Country, where untill the time 
of the Reformation, there was great diverſity in ſaying and 
ſinging in Churches, ſome following Salisbury uſe, and fome 
Hereford, ſome the «ſe of Bangor, and ſome that of York , 
and others the uſe of Lincoln; All which were ſuppreſſed 
by Edwardthe 6th. in order to the carrying on a farther Re- 
formation, in the Room of which Offices, one only was ſct 


' upas what did moſt effeQually anſwer the great deſign of our 


worthy Reformers, which was the promoting a thorough 
Reformation with as much ſpeed as the badneſs of thoſe times 
would bear it. | | 
2. As'tis thus evident that there was no publique form 
of prayer impos'd on any r_ Church the firſt 300 
» nor wins till Antichriſts appearing in the 
orld, and that even then particular Churches enjoy'd the 
liberty of forming Offices for their own particular Churches, 
in like panner the eroGiagaly one publique form, in oppo» 
ſition to the publique uſe of the Gift of Prayer is ſo contrary 
to the Goſpel diſpenſation, which is the difpenfation of the 
Spirit, that the Divines of the Church of Erglend cannot 
but by their pradtice diſcover their diſlike of ſuch impoſiti- 
ons. They do not therefore adhere fo firmly unto' theſe 
forms, but that before Sermon, they uſe ſome of their own 
Compoſing, which is a ſufficient demonſtration, that pray- 
ing ex tempore, or the publique uſe of a prayer Compos'd by 


 aMinifter in private, is neither unlawfull nor inexpedient, 


and that the Arguments produc'd from the abſurdities of 
ſuch a praQtice, to prove the uſefulneſs of a publique Litur- 
&Y 


(21) 
gy are not cogent enough to command their affent, the which 
cannot but countenance and juſtifie the Diſſent of the Non- 
Conformiſts, as they refuſe to conform unto the Liturgy as 
*tisenjoyn'd, as the only form of prayer to be us'd in pub- 


que. | | 
- IL. Buttobe more particular, there are many among the 
Diffenters who are furniſh'd with ſuch Ar wide as the 
Reader may find inthe Abridgment of that book, which the 
Miniſters of L:zcoln Dioceſs deliver'd to the King, Arno 
1605. asalſoin apart of the Regiſter, and among the rea- 
ſons for Refuſal of Subſcription, exhibited to Cotton Biſhop 
of Exeter by the Devonſhire, and Corniſh Miniſtry, and in ſe- 
veral other diſcourſes, as in Bayly's Parallel of the Liturgy, 
with the Maſs-book,, Ames his feb ſuit againſt Ceremonies, 
&c. The which have fix*d ſuch ſtrong convittions on the 
Conſciences of ſome Difſenters concerning the unlawfulneſs 
of the preſent Liturgy, that they cannot ſafely joyn with 
any inthe uſe of it. Though ſome, who have not receiv*d 
ſuch powerfull impreſſions from the weight of thoſe Argu- 
ments, can read the Common Prayer, and joyn with ſuch 
as do, to the end they may fave themſelves from the ſeveri- 
ty of Penal Lawes, yet other Diffenters will rather ſubmit 
mſelves to the greateſt extremities, than venture to dif- 
honour God by doing what they are convinc'd is a fin. 

That the Reader may be mov*'d to entertain ſome charita- 
ble thoughts concerning ſuch perſons, and that the common 
objeaion that is laid in againſt their Non-Conformity, which 
is Humour and Fancy, and a Peeviſh Obſtinacy, may be fully 
anſwered. Ill give an Hiſtorical Account of ſome of thoſe 
Argaments which do ſo fully convince fome Diffenters, that 
they cannot without laying an unnatural violence on their Fa- 
miles, conform. 


Argument 1: ; 


I. They are perſwaded that according to the Rubrick, 
the. 


STI. (22). 

the ſame honour is put on the Apocryphal Books, which is due 
alone to the Sacred Scriptares. For they are appointed to 
be read as a part of the Ola Teſtament, without any note of 
difference from the Canonical. NR 

Ina diſcourſe before the Common Prayer concerning the 
Service of the Church, *tis afferted' that nothing & ordained 
to be read, but the very Pure word of God, the Holy Scriptures, 
or that which is. agreable to the ſame, beſide this after the 
order, how the P/alter is to be read, 'tis faid in the Title, 
how the #eft of Holy Scriptare is to be\read, under which Ti- 
tle ſevetal orders are to be'found. Namely, 1, The Of 
Teftatnent is appointed for the firſt Leffons ar Mothing 'and 


Evenitip Prayer, ſo as the moſt part thereof will be read 
eve Yea once, and in the 3d. order *tis ſaid that to know 
what Leffons ſhall be read every day, look for the day of 


the Month th the Xalendar following, and there ye fhall find 
the:Cliapters rh: t ſhall be read for the Lefſons both at Morn- 
Ig atid 'Evening Prayer,” and inthe Rubrick'after the Plalms 
aretead "tisotder'd, thatthen ſhaflbe read diftinaly with an 
audibte'voice, the Firft Leſſon taken out of che Old Teſtament, 
as it is appointed inthe Xalendar, whereby tis eviderit that 
What tis appofured inthe Xalendar to be 'read, for the Firſt 
Wt 3 


er 'd 4 apart of the O14 Teftamert, the Ho- 
ly .Scriptdre, the” pure word of 'God z But the Aporryphal 
books are in the XK alendarappointed to be read for Firft Leſ- 
Yon foralmoft T'wo Months together, even: from the latter 
end of Seprembey untill November 24th, beſide the Holy dayes, 
on:which'theſe bodks-ate appointed. ro be read. To which 
atthit thisis Yoneto the conſtant negle of .reading a great 
Pit of x Sxcred Wien, namely the to broks of Chra- 
Titles. "Bolomons Sony, and a great part of the Revelations, 
That 'tis the appointment of the Church td read the po- 
cryphal books as a part of the Holy Scriptures, is farther con- 
firm*d by Archbiſhop Bancroft,- ih the conference held at 
Hampton Court, where (as the, abridgment has it,) he tax'd 
Fevoin'for Ming tiefe books Apociypha, and faid he 'was the 
r 
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| C 23) 
firſt that pave them that name , and called his. objections 
apainftithem, the old Cavills of the Fews;, And the Biſhops 
of Wincheſter affirm'd at the ſame time, that they maſt needs 
be held, Canonici ad informandos mores. Canonical for the in- 
formation of manners. To theſe I'll add, what Mr. Huttow 
in kis anſwer unto the reaſons of the Miniſters of Devon and 
Grnyall tothis very objeQion. © They, are ſaith he, called 
«« Holy Scriptures in a ſignificationat large,, becauſe the-ſub-- 
&« ject they entreat of, is God, 'his. Love, Power, our San-- 
&« Ctification and Ob:dience tohim. And they may be held- 
© Can:nical, wholfom Dottrines being thence deduced, though 
< not ſimply of therafelves, yet wherein they agree with 
«the Canon, as alſo becauſe they may ſerve as they. alwayes 
<« heretofore have done, fora rule to arrett and order our Cor 
&« verſativn aright. i h 17 | 2100105 enxabus.  Wee 
In thisanſwer, though'he ſeetns without the approbation 
of 'the Rubrick, to make a difference between the Sacred 
Scriptures, and the Apocrypha books, yet' at length falls:in 
with the Biſhop of Wincheſter aſſerting, that they are: Canon 
or' Rale-to 4orett our Comerſation aright: © 1 in; 
+ Butin oppoſition hereunto,, 'tis generally. by: ſoundc! Pro» 
teſtants aſſerted; 1. That the Apocyypined books -abe;not 2 
partof the Holy Scriptures, the pure word of God. 2, Thad 
there are ſeveral things appointed to be-rend., which: arenot 
agreable to the word:of God, nor can be defended: by any 
vunt Proteſtant; 1 1 tt 75 He gs ads aud t? 
': To6-make this pbint the mote clear,:iFW, giver: the Reader 
44 account of! what is reply*d tothe diſtindtion'of the Biſhop 
of' Wincheſter about the Canon of | Faith, and \Mamners, ahd 
then offer-what —_— have been urg'd againſt this prae* 
+ In'the ſecond partof the doforte of thzi'Teaſons of 'the De> 
wonſhire and Qrrneſh Minifters, *tis thus reply*d to the afore- 
faid diſttition. '© Bat that we may farther ſee how heart- 
« [eſs and unſound this diftinftion of Canonical for manners, 
& but not for Fax is, let us obſerve how they here _ 2 
t 6c 1- 
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( 24) 
&« Jiſtin&ion of faith and manners where none is, for all Do- 
&« &rines of God's word are (in this reſpe&)) Dodrines of 
<« faith, whether they concern matters of believing, or of 
<« other Converſation of life, ' wherefore' tke Apoſile hath 
<« coupled them together in that place to Timothy, ſaying, all 
<« Scripture given by inſpiration of God, &c. ſhewing us 
& thereby, that upon one, and the ſame divine Revelation, 


© gur knowledge and praftice both muſt be grounded. And 


«|. would entreat theſe men that give us this diſtinQtion, to 
« tell us whether it benot a point of faich, That we muſt wor- 
&« [hip one God, and him after bis own mamer, reverencing his 
&C Ns, and keeping his Sabbaths, &c. And whether it 
<« benota point of faith, That we muſt honour 'our Parents 
& and Superiors, that we muſt not Kill, commit Adultery, 
& Steal, Slander, Covet; And whether our Conſciences be 
«not bound in theſe things by the Divine Teſtimony, as well 
<« as in any point of our underſtanding ? ſurely (unleſs our 
&« Divinity faileth)) all che word of Godis the objett of Faith, 
<rhat aswell which dire&eth to rarners, as that which re- 
<.yealeth myſteries unto ys. There is (Iconfeſs)a diſtinQi- 
« on between Faith and Manners, when we come to ſort and 
& ſever the things contained in the Word, into the kinds of 


| « duties impoſed, but when we'conſider them in the Rule 


< and Principle of the word it ſelf, from which the Conſci- 
« ence is.certainly inform?*d and bound, there is no difference, 


« but they are all of faith alike - even as the ſame ſap, which 


<« jn-the branches diſtin& unto leaves and' bloſſomes, was in 
«the Root but one 3 whence it followes'that nothing can 
& be properly Canonical unto manners, but the ſame was firſt 
<« Canonical unto faith : for we therefore ſtand undoubtedly 
<« perſwaded that thus we ought to do, becauſe we firſt be- 


* };eve that God himſelf would hiave usto do ſo, and hath res. + 


«yeaPdittous as his will. . | 
' By this it ſeems evident that the diſtintion between Canon: 
of faith and of ananners as us'd-by the Biſhops, is idle and im- 
pertinent. and that therefore notwithſtanding all has jor 
E | | 74 7 
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faid by Mr. Hutton, it remains as an undoubted truth, that 
the Service Book doth conſider the Apocripha as Canonical, as a 
part of the Holy Scriptures, the pure Word of God, which is 
no morethan-what may be inferred from their confounding 
the Apocriphal with the © Cananical books, as may be ſeen 
* in their great Brble Authorized to be read, where dividing 
©the books of the Old Teſtament into Legal, Hiſtorical, 
© Sapiential and Propherical; In the Hiſtorical they place 19 
© books, "amonglt which they reckon the third and fourth bocks 
* of Eſaras, the books of Tobith and Fudith, the two books of 
© Maccabees, andthereſt of the Chapters of Efher, making 
© the book of Eſther to conſiſt of 16 Chapters, and chen to 
© be part of that book, Inthe Sapsential they place 5 books, 
© whereof they reckon the books of Wiſdom and Eccleſiaſticus 
© for two, callingthe book of Wiſdom the Wiſdom of Solo- 
< 01, In the Prophetical they place 18 books, of which 
©they reckon Baruch the Prophet, and Suſanna, Bell and 
« rhe Dragon, making the ſame all one with Daniel, conſiſt- 
< ing of 14 Chapters 3 What can be more clcar than this, 
© fayes the Defender of the Reaſons? &c. Where to (ſayes 
<the ſame Author) if we add the book 'of Homilies, how it 
« divers times.calleth theſe Apocriphal Books Holy Scriptures, 
©in the ſame ſenſe wherein the Scriptures of the Old and 
© New. Teſtament are ſo called,. ſaying in the alledging To- 
©bith and .Eccleſtaſticus , ' the Holy Ghoſt ſpeaketh ſo -in the 
© Scriptures, thereby giving the ſame Authority and Title 


- <with Zechary, Luke 1. andthe Authorto the Hebrews Ch. 


< 3. 7. givetothe Holy Prophets, in their writing of places 

c out of the Old Teſtament. | | | 
Thus ?tis evident z That according to the Service Book, 

and the Sentiments of ſome great Biſhops, the great Bible 

and Book of Homilies, the Apocripha .is confider'd as a 

part of the Holy Seriptures. The which truth abides'in 

its ſtrength, notwithſtanding what is argued from the Book, 


of Articles, where *tis ſufficiently manifeſt, that the Apo=- 


cripha are no part of the Holy Scriptures, for this doth but 
EB; | diſcover 
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diſcover the coutradiction there is between the book of Arti- 
cles and the Service book, &o. whereby the Non-Confor- 
miſts are but ſupply'd with an unanſwerable argumentagainſt 
ſubſcription, which Pl] give inthe words of the Devonſhire 
Miniſters - viz. That to ſubſcrebe to the Service Book is con- 
trary to our Subſcription to the Book of Articles, the 6 Article 
whereof under the name of Holy Scriptures, underſtanding on- 
ly the Canonical Books of the Old and New Teſtament, there 
mentioned, whereof the #pocrypha Beoks are none, and there- 
fore they conclude they cannot ſafely ſubſcribe, becanſe they 
ſhall ſubſcribe ta two books, one contrary to another. h 
This being ſoclear, namely, that the A4pochripha Books, 
are appointcd to be read as a'part of the Holy'Scriptures, 
and as the Canon and Rule of manners, Pll proceed to ſhew 
what has been objected againſt it ; Not that Pll trouble 
24 Reader with all, but onely with two or three particu- 
ars, | 
1. Hereby their error, who account theſe Books Canoni- 
cal Scripture is confirm'd ; © This was (ſayes the: Lincole 
© Abridgment) the only reaſon, that moved the third Coun- 
© cill of Carthage to decree, that they ſhould be held Cano- 
©nical, becauſe they had received from the Fathers, that 
© they were to be read inthe Church. And Bellarmine makes 
© this one of his beſt reaſons to prove that the authority of 
© theſe books is Divine and Canonical, becauſe they are now, 
© and have been of old, read by the Church in the publique 
© Aſſemblies; ſo do the Papiſts in that Book they have lately 
© Publiſhed, called the Three Converſions of England; And 
© Gregory Martin reaſoneth thus ; ** Their own Service book 
© (faith he) appointeth theſe books of Toby and Ecclefiaſtic 
©to be read for Holy Scriptures, asthe other. Do they read- 
© in their Churches Apocryphal and Superſtiticus Books for 
Holy Scriptures ? ſo clear it is that the very Papiſts 'are con- - 

firm'd in their error by this pradtiſe of the Church. 
2. The reading theſe books, though but as the Canon and 


Rule manners tends ſo very much to the corrupting the man- 
| | ners 
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C7 F, 
'ners of men in ſome things, that the Diſſenters cag in no way 
approve of it. 

In the defence of the Devonſhire and Corniſh Miniſters rea- 
ſons, ?tis thus argued, *< If the Apocriphal Books be Ca- 
© nonical as teaching manners, then whatſoever point of 
© manners thoſe books do commend unto us, either by Pre- 
© cept or allowed Example, we not only may but muſt obſerve 
© it ſor Conſcience ſake, asa divine Rule or Canon. 

Tis true hereby a late Order, which was that the wicked 
Diſſenters, if poor receive not Almes, will be defended, 
for *tis but according to the command in Eccleſiaſtics 12.5, 
where ?tis expreſly ſaid; Give not ro the Ungodly, hold back 
thy bread, and give it not unto him : leaſt he over-maſter thee 
therevy. But how agreable this Precept is unto the pure 
word of God, or the light of nature, let a common capacity 
judge, but though this pra@ice is enjoyi'd to the defence of 
that but now mention?d order, yet there are other allowed, 
and highly approv'd practiſes, which are moſt odious in the 
apprehenſion of the Difſenter, and are really abhor'd by all 
but bloody Papiſts. For 7udiths tricking up her ſelf on 
Purpoſe to tempt and enſnare the heart of Holofernes to un- 
cleanneſs, her compaſling an Irreligious Governour by fraud, 
by lies, by oaths and proteſtationsin the name of God, to 
the end ſhe might the more afſuredly murder him, is not on- 
ly an allowed, but a practice highly approv'd of by the 
book of 7#dith, that is appointed to be read in Oftober. 

The children of 1/-ac!, though now return'd from the 
Babylonian Captivity, yet to the very time Holofernes was 
murdered by Fadith, they remained under the Government 
of the Emperozr, The Emperour though an Idolater, yet 
their Lawfull Governour, whoſe Government they ſhould 
not have ſhaked off by frauds, by lies, equivocations, and 
other ſinfull praftices, which yet 7ud:th did to the gaining 
the greateſt applauſe and commendation ; The which is read 
in the Church as the Rule of manners, whereas in truth, 


*tis meet only for the countenancing the unjuſtifiable treaſons 
| 2 of 


(23) 
ef the Pipifts, to which purpoſe it has been improv'd by 


Saunders de ſchiſmate, who. © inciting the Engliſh Ladies, 


© profeſſing the Popiſh Religion to murder Queen Elizabeth, 
© and all her Favourers, calling her Holofernes, the Heretical 
© Prince, did prove from this example of 74ith, that they 
* might doit, without any the leaſt ſtain or biot to their Re- 
«. ligion. 

This is urg*d in the defence of the reaſon of the Devor- 
ſbire and Corniſh Miniſters, from whence I would query, whe- 
ther a perſon fully convinc?d of that, if the book of 7Fadith 
muſt be read as the Rule of manners, this allowed pradttice of 
Fudith muſt be in the like caſe imitated, ought not rather to 
abandon the reading or hearing of theſe books, then preſume 
to enter on the prattiſes of OY by lies, deceits. &c:. 
] verily believe, that the Non-Conformiſts rather than that 
they would imitate Judith in theſe things, would' rather. be 
expoſ'd to the worſt of miſeries, whereby they would more 


effcQually demonſtrate to the World the Loyalty of their- 


Principles. than by their Conformity. 


There are ſeveral other things that muſt be pradtiſed; if. 
the Apocriphal Books be embvrac'd as the Rule of manners,un-. 
to which: the Diſſenters. cannot conform. But: deſigning to- 
be ſhort, I will at this time wave the conſidering: them,. and- 


procced to ſhew the ſenſe, ſome of the Old Church of Eng- 
{and Proteſtants had of theſe books, as I find it in the Abridg- 


RENE. 


3. * The Old"Church of the Fewes, (faith Dr. Whitaker) 
Enever vouchſafed the Apocriphal Books ſo much honour as. 


* toread *em publiquely, which alſo the Learned hold-to be 
© a-good preſident for us to follow - The Council of 
& Hippo ( ſayes Biſhop Zewell) ſpeaking: of the Canonical 
© Scriptures, decreed that beſides them nothing might be read 


{in the Church, The Council held . at Laodzcea decreed, . 


* on the Sabbath we may not-read any books, that- be with- 
* ont the Canon,. but only the Canonical books of' the Old 
*2nd New Teſtament. To thelike effe& Chryſoftom ſpeaks, 

* (ayes 


(29) 

E(fayes the ſame 7ewel!,) and as Biſhop 7ewell, ſo Biſhop 
© Horn, and Biſhop. P:lkinton aſſerts, the French Church by 
Gthe conſtitutions of Lewes and: Charles , were againſt the 
'Ereading of the Apocrypha. Whoever will diligently com- 
pare what Proteſtant writers offer againſt Apocryphal books, 
with the books themſelves will find ſo many idle ſtories and 
fables, ſo many errors.and ill preſidents in it, that they can- 
not but conclude with Dr. Surcliff. * That it is impudente 
« inthe Papiſts, that they match 4pocryphal books and Legends, . 
© with the Scriptures, or at leaſt read them in the Churches 
© together with the Scriptures. 

From the whole hath been ſaid on this-particular, I inferr 
that *tis but charity to'conclude that ſome Diſſenters may re- 


ceive ſuch ſtrong convictions concerning the unlawfulneſs of. 


conforming to this part of the Liturgy, that their Non-con-- 
formity may be more juſtly eſteemed the product of. Conſct» 


ence, than the Off-ſpring of obſtinacy, and an unreaſonable. 


humour; 


Argument It. 


Il. Some Diſſenters cannot* Conſcientiouſly. approve of: 
the Tranſlation of the Pſalmes, which is read at the ordina-- 
ry Lord's dayes ſervice, becauſe *tis not only imperfett, . but: 
moreover in ſome places ſenſeleſs and abſurd;- and in -other- 
places falſe, diredly contradifting our laſt Tranflatien of the: 
Pſalmes in the Bible. - 

The Tranſlation now us'd is the ſame ſet forth in the times: 
of ignorance, . when the light of the truth did but begin to» 
dawn in Henry the 8th. dayes, and is. | 
_ 1. Inperfett, becauſe among 'many other omiſſions, - all/ 
the Titles, though a part of the original and. very uſefull, 
are left out. | " WA 

2. Senſleſs and abſurd, for P21. 58.9. where our Tran-- 
Jation has it thus, viz. before your pots can feel the 'Thorhs, , 
tte ſhall take. them: away with a Whirk-wind,. both /ivizg,- 


and: 


(30) 

. and in his wrath. In the Service Book Tranſlation *tis, or 
ever your pots be made hot with Thorns, ſo let indignation 
vex them, as 4 thing that is raw. So Pſal. 72.6. He ſhall 

. come down like rain upon the mowen graſs. This in the com- 
mon prayer is Tranſlated thus, he ſhall come down like the 
rainintoa fleece of Wool, This our Old Proteſtant divines 
look'd upon as a corruption in the Papiſts, not to be ap- 
proved, but can it be leſs. ſo when done by the ſons of the 
Church of England. Fulk, Withers, Bulkley, Whitaker, and 
others have blamed the Rhemiſts Tranſlation, becauſe ?tis in 
many places ſenſeleſs and abſurd, | for which reaſon ſeeing the 
Tranſlation of the Pſalmes in the Service Book, is as ſenſe- 
leſs in ſome things , as that of: the Rhemiſts is in other, 
*tis as much to be blamed, and as little to be approv'd. 

But this is not all, for this Tranſlation in- Herry the 8th, 
ts not only 5-perfett, abſurd and ſenſeleſs, but moreover in 
ſome places. contrary to the original, not only in the opinion 
of Diſſenters, bntalſo in the judgment of thoſe who were 

*s Authours of the beſt Tranſlation that ever was in Eng- 
liſh. | 

1, The Pfalter has it in Pſal. 17. 4. Thus, becauſe of 
mens works' that are done againſt the words of "thy lips -- I 

'have kept me from the wayes of the deſtroyer, but more 

 agrecably to the Original, onr Tranſlation is thus, :concern- 
ing the works of men, by che words of thy lips | have kept 
me from the paths of the deſtroyer, whereby 'tis apparent, 

' that not mens works that are done againſtthe words of Gods 

: lips kept David right, but concerning mens works, David 
was kept from the paths of the deſtroyer, by the words of 

: God 5 lips. - 

2. In Pſal. 18. 26. The Pſatter ſayes, that with the frow- 
ard, thou (halt learn frowardneſs, but according to the He- 
brew, ?tis as our laſt tranſlation in the Bible has it, with c 

;frowerdthoa ſhalt ſhew thy ſelf frowerd, L | 

3. Inthe Pſater Pal. 68. 6. 'tis thus, he is the God that 
; maketh. men zo be af- ane-rmendin an: houſe, whereas according 

| _ 0 
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to the Hebrew, *tis God ſerteth the {ſolitary in Families. 

4. Inthe Pſalter, Pſal. 107: 40. Thongh he ſuffer them 
to be evil intreated through Tyrants, but according to the 
Hebrew in our Bibles; He poureth contempt upon Princes.' 
But, . 

5- In. Pſal. 105. 28. The P/alter 'fayes, And they were 
zz0t obedjent unto bis word, but the Hebrew, And they rebelled 
not againſt his word, or were not difobedient to his word.” And 
in Pſal. 106. 30. The Pſalter has it; Then ſtood up Phineas3 
and Prayed, and ſothe Plague ceaſed ; But our Bibles, then. \ 
ſtood tp Phinehas and executed judgment, and the Plague 
ceaſed, which is not only moſt agreeable to the Hebrew in 
this place, but moreover to the Hiſtory in aumber 25. 7, 8. 

Such as conform'to the ordinary Lord's dayes Service, 
muſt not only ſhew their approbation to the many idle Stories 
in the Apacryphal books, and give ?em that countenance that : 
alone pertains to the pure word of God; but befides muſt 
lay aſide the Tranſlation that is moſt exadly agreeable to the 
Original, and uſe one that is not only imperfe&,” abſurd 
[and ſenfeleſs, but in ſome things ſo contrary to the Original. . 
| But ſome Diſſenters think that their Conformity mm this re- 
ſped cannot but prove pernicious to the Chriſtian Religion, . 
as it cats areproach not only on thelaſt and beſt tranſlation, . 
but even on , the Original it ſelf; They know how jealous 
God is about his word, unto which no ad6itions;' diminatt- - 
ons or alterations can be made, but to the provoking the moſt 
high, and the wounding their Conſciences; and-therefofe are . 
afraid to conform. [ $-4i5 229 CRIES 
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- HE.” The third Argument dothmore-immtdintely concern 
the very Service itſelf, unto which the*Dilfenters refuſe*to 
Conform, becauſe, of thatſimilirude,' likeneſs and* agreement : 
there is between it and the formes' of Prayer,, which the P+ 


its uſe. . - 
Pi bf; That: 
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That the . Reader may be the more fully acquainted with 


"the true State of this controverſie, about the agreeableneſs 


there is between the Engliſh, and Roman Service Books, and 
what *tis the Diſſenters aimat by their inliſting ſo very much 


«On it, I muſt ſhew. 


1, What they ſay concerning the agreableneſs that is ſup- 
poſed to be between theſe Service Books. 

2. How this cameto paſs; What occaſion'd our adhering 
ſo cloſely to the Popiſh Service Book even when we forſook 


their Communion. 


3. The Reaſonings of ſome Diſſenters from that agree- 


ableneſs is ſuppos'd to be between theſe two books againit the 


Engliſh Service. i 
- Firſt, What they ſay concerning the agreableneſs. that is 
ſuppos'd tobe between theſe two Service books. 
The Diſſentersdo.out of King Edward”s Lettex unto the 


. Devonſbire and Corniſh Rebels give this following account of 
it, namely. ** As for the Serviceinthe Ergliſh "Tongue thus 
- < manifeſt reaſons for it,.and yet perchance it feemeth-to you 


© anew Service, and indeed 1s more other but the old; the ſelf 
* fame words in Engliſh, which were in Latine. The differ- 
© ence is, that you our Subjeds ſhould underſtand in Engpliſh, 
©that which before was ſpoke in Latine. If the Service of 


© the Church was good in Latine, it remaineth,good'in Eng- 


< liſh,” fox nothing is alter'd, but to ſpeak with knowledge, 


© that which. was.ſpoke with ignorance. Furthermore. theſe. 


Diſſeaters/add; as | find intheir Anatomy of the Service. Book, 
* That every piece and parcel of the Liturgy , word for 
*word is out of theſe Popiſh peices, namely the Brevzary out 
*of which the Common Prayers are. taken, the Ritual, or 


'* book of Rites, out of which the Adminiſtration of the Sa- 


< craments,| Burial, Matrimony, viſitation of the ſick are:ta- 


© ken,,,' The. 4aſs-book, 10ut of which" the conſecration of 


*the Lord's Supper, Colle&s, Epiſtles and Goſpels, are ta- 
©ken : As for the book of ordination of Arch-biſhops, Bi- 
*ſhops and Miniſters, that is out of the Roman Pontifical. 1 
wr... {1 - Theſe 


F - 
_ _w_ 


-. - 


(33) 
Theſe things. being ſo, whoever 'pteads for the Engli(h 


' Service book,, doth to. far defend the Romiſh Maſs-book, 


not that?tis a defence of the whole Romiſh Service, for 1n 
the Anatomyof 'the Service Book 'tis acknowledged, that eve- 


' ry thing in the Maſs-book is not in our Liturgy, though all 
| that is 1novur Liturgy is word for word in the Maſs-book. 
' Butſo far as our Liturgy is defended, ſo far that part of the 
 Romith Service is detended, for which reaſon, the greateſt 
; Champions, who among our Church men have moſt zealout- 
' Iy written in defence of the Liturgy, and have been conſt 
| der'd by the Church of Rome as men; who have done great 


Service tothe Roman Religion. Thus Whitgift and Hooker, 
have had their applauſes from the Romanitts . | 


*Tisnot unworthy obſervation- to find 4; ch-Biſhop W hit- 


gift reproaching Cartwright, and the Diſſenters as a people 


eminently ſerviceable to the Papiſt, and Dean Stilling fleet to 


. Sive the utmoſt countenance he could thereunto, whereas the 


truth is, that-that on which Whztgift grounds his cenſure, 


| willnot bear it, 'and though none of Dear Stillingflett's ad- 


verſaries have taken any notice of it, that I can find, yet 
Whitgift himſelf is the man, who has had from the Jeſuites 
great thankes for what he has written againſt Diſſenters, in 
defence of the Engliſh Service and Diſcipline. 

That Whizgifts Genſure concerning the Difſenters ſubſervi- 
ency to Popiſh deſignes is groundleſs, being. rather the: pro- 
dutt of his indiſcreet paſſhons,” than of ſound arguings, is 
evident, in that the great reaſon given to ſhew that the Diſ- 
ſenters are the Papiſts promoters, is becauſe they aſſert that 
the Papiſts ought not to be compel'd to receive the Supper of 
the Lord, ſo long as they continue in their Popery, that is, 
they ought not to att contrary to their -Conſecience,, nor diſſem- 
ble with Almighty God, by profeſling themſelves to be Pro- 
teſtants, even when they are really, and in heart Papiſts ; 
whether this be to gratifie the Papiſt ler the impartial Reader 
judge. 

Foc that Whitrgift has gratify'd the Papiſt in his writings 
Ws 2 F againſt 
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agoft Diſſenters ; VIl evince by producing what the . feary- 
ed Parker in his Ecclefiaftical policy, 1b. 1. chap. 33. infifts 
on, in anſwer to this objed&tion of Whzrgift, Bancroft, and 
others, where heſhews how William Reignolds the Jefuit al- 
ſerts, that Zohn Whitgift in his diſcourſe againſt Carewright, 
has defended the Carholick Cauſe, and accordingly the ſaid 
Reignolds in the preface againſt Whitaker, makes great nſe of 
Whitzift, and in the book it ſelf, he ſends 4r. Whitaker un- 
to Dr. Whitgift, for a fopply of reaſons for the confirming 
their notion about putting of our caps, and making curteſie 
at the hearing the Name of Jefus. Sculrinyns and Stapletcr 
givetheſame Charatter both af the writings of Whitgift and 
Bancroft againſt the Puritanes, even as Grerzeyr the Jeſuit 
trinmpks in Sarauias and Surcliff”'s defence of the Epiſcopal 
Authority in Civils, | 

And as Whirgift, even fo Hooker, for the ſervice done the 
Church of Rome, by what they have writ in defence of the 
yorthbip and diſciple of the Church of Ez /nzd, hath had 
the prarſes-of the Romanifls, This Mr. Walton in the life of 
Hooker has obſery'd, which is no more than what Dr. King, 
Biſhop of Chicheſter was acquainted with, as he himſelf ex- 
preſſes in a letter to honeft Iſaac. © 1 ampglad you mention 
*(fayes the Biſhop ) how much value Robert Stapleton, Pope Cle- 
© ment the Bth, and other eminent men of the Romiſh perſwa- 
© fion have put upon this baok, having been told the fame in 
©my youth by perfons of worth, that have travelled 7aly. 
And what doth this diſcover leſs than that ſuch is the agree- 
ment between the Service and Diſcipline of the Church of Eng- 
tand, and that of Rome, that whoever pleads for one, 
defends the other. 

Furthermore in the Anatomy of the Service Book, we are 
furniſhed with an Hiſtorical Aceount' of the Papiſts appro- 
ving our Liturgy. * There be, faycs the Author thereof, 
abundance of inſtancesfor the Papiſts approving our Litur- 
© 5y, witneſs Martons Appeal, Pope Pius the 4th, and Gregor 


©rhe 13th. offered to Oxeen Elizaberthto confirm the Engli 
| © Litur- 
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© Liturgy z Witneſs Dr, Abbot then Prelate. of Canterbury» 
© and. Hr. Cambden in the life of Qugen Elizabeth, who fayes 
© the common fame went for truth, that the Pope promiſed 
©to confirm. out bf his own authority' the Englifh Liturgy, 
« provided her Majefty ſhould rank her ſelf with, the Roman. 
< Church : To thefe þ adjoyn Dr. Boyes, who was a bitter 
© expoſitor of the Engliſh Liturgy,. as Heiga by the Doc-. 
©tors of Dowayes appointment was'of the Maſs, after he 
< hath whetted his teeth upon the Schifmaticks in his Epiſtle 
©to Bancroft, he produceth the letter of Pope Pius, for the 
© approbation of the Service Book, and! notes alſo the Te-.. 
<ftimony of approbation from Briſtow, -in! his- motives, 
© Queen Elizabeth being interdidted by 'the''Popes Bull; + Se- 


<cretary Walſingham wrought ſo, that he procured two- In-: 


c telligences to be ſent fromthe Pope, as it were in ſecret in- 

<to England, to whom the: Secretary appointed a State Intet-' 
< ligencer to be their vero be ag” d _— La _ 
« Canterh FUICE IN A | of it,. which the' popiſhr: 
c Pagano an and confidering well, with ed. ad- 
< miration they wondred,: that their Lord'che Pope! was' fo ill” 
< adviſed, or at leaſt il] informed as to interdit a Prince, 

« whofe Service and Ceremonies ſoSymobiliz?d with his own, 

c and thereforereturning to Rome they poſieſt the Pope, thet 
« they ſaw no Serves, Ceremamies or Orders in England, but” 
« they might very well ſerve in Rome, whereupon the: Ball 
« was recalled, to this alfo Door Carrier, conſid. p. 4y- a 
« dangerous ſeducing Jeſuit gives ample evidences ; The 
© Common Prayer book, (faith he) and the Catechifm contained 
<in it, held no point-of Dodrine expreſly contrary to Anti- 
« quity, thatis, as he explaineth himfelf contrary to the Ri 

© ſh Service, &c; Mach more might be ſpoke: to this-pur- 

poſe, but I wave it, —_— what hath. been: already of- 
fer'd is ſufficient to evince, thereis, at leaft in the judge 
ment of many,. a very great agreableneſs between the two ſer- 


vice books. | 
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2. Whatis it chat occaſion*d the Church of | Englands adhe- 
ring to ſo great apart of the Romiſh Service | Book_, even when 
ſhe forſook, the Commnnion of that Church ? 

Whoever conſiders the State of the ChurcH in Edward the 
ſixth his time,. will find that Cranmer and others diſcover'd a 
propenſion to drive on the Reformation much farther than 
they did, but were hindred by the iniquity of the times. 
Thus Bullinger, as1 find it ina difcourſe of the troubles of 
Franckford, reports to Mr. Williams, Whittingham, Gilby 
and others, that Cranmer Biſhop of Canterbury had drawn vp 
a book of Prayers an hundred times more perfe& than this 
we now have, but the ſame could not take; place, for that 
Cranmer was matthed: with a 'wicked Clergy and Convoca- 
tion with other enemies: Seth Ek fn. f 

There werealfſo reaſons of alike nature that might hinder 
the furtherance of the reformation in Queen Elizabeths dayes, - 
foreven then the :gyoraxce of the vulgar accompanied with a 
proportionable hatred to true:;Religion' was. very.. great ; - 
W hence-*tis that Gambden aſſures us **that. the.change of - 
©Religion was not ſuddenly made,.:but by 1;zrle and lirtle, by - 
© degrees, for the Roman Religion continued in the ſame - 
«Stato it was firſt, *a full Month,. and:more after the. death .of : 
© QneenMary..'. The 27th of December it was tolerated to 
chave.the \Epiſtles and afpels, the Ten Commandments,';the : 
© Symbote, the Litzny, and7.the Lords [Prayeriin the vulgar 
6 Tongue. .\ "Fhe 22 of .2daxch the Parliament being Aﬀem- > 
© bled, - the order. of Edward. the. ſixth was re-eſtabliſhed, 
Cand by att of the ſame; the whole uſe of Lord's Supper, 
© granted under both kinds;:: The 24h; of Zune by the Au-- 
<thority of that which concern'd the. Uniformity of Publique - 
© Prayers, and Adtniniifttation-of: the Sacraments. The Sa- 
«crifice of the Maſs was abdqliſhed, and the Liturgy in. the 
CEngliſh Tongue more:and more Eſtabliſhed. In the Month 
© of 7uly, the: Qathi of: Alegtence . was ' propoſed to the Bi- 
©ſhops, and other perſons, and in Arguft, Images were 
ethrown out of the Temples and Churches, and broken, 
and burn'd. Further- 


my c 
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- Furthermore, as the illneſs of the times did impeed a ſud- 
den Reformation, in like manner the inoderate temper, and 
favourable diſpoſition the een had to ſome part of Popery, 
was ſuch ashindred a f#u!/ Reformation ; whereupon it was 
not fo far carryed on by this Queen, as *twas ſometime before 
by her Brother Edward the ſixth. 

That Queen El:z abeth had a natural propenſion to favour 
ſome part of Popery, is not only manifeſt from her-(I hope) 
Conſcientious conforming ſo far in Queen Maries dayes, as to 
hear Divine Service according to the rule in the Romiſh 
Chufch, and her oft going to confeſſion, - and afterwards 
when ſhe came to the Throne, her chooſing to be Crown'd 
by a Popiſh Biſhop, according to the order of the Roman Pon- 
tifical, which had ſo much in it of the Ceremonies and Sus 
perſtitions of the Church of Rome, that 'tis thought very 
probable, the Proteſtant Biſhops would not ad in it, but 
with greatalterations, and that therefore ſhe deſired *em not 
to be ingaged in. it. But beſide this, Dr. Burnet gives. us 
the ſame Chara&er I have ſiggcſted, for ſayes- he in his Hiſto= 


ry of the Reformation, © Queen Elizabeth receiving ſome - 


<;mpreſſions in her Fathers Reign in favoxr, of ſuch Old 


<Rites as hehad ſtill retain'd, and in her own Nature loving 


State, and ſome Magnificence in Religion, as well as in eve- 


© ry thing elfe, the thought, thatin her Brother's Reign they ' 


Chad” ftript -it too much of- External Ornaments, - and- had 


©made' their Dodtrine too narrow in ſome points, therefore”. 


© ſhe intended to have-ſome things explained in more general 
© Termes, that ſo all parties might be comprehended .by 
<them. Sheinclin'd to keep up Images in Churches, and to 
© have the manner of Chriſt's preſence in the Sacrament leſt 
© in ſome general words, that thoſe who believed the Corpo- 
© ral preſence might not be driven away from the Church by 
© too nice an explanation of it, So far Dr. Burner, 

In purſuance of theſe reſolves, the Queen attempts the 
zccommodating matters of Religion ,ſo unto the Romiſh 


Clergy, as to take em into the Communion of the Church: 
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of England, the which end, as Dr. Heylin affirmes,. ſhe 
ſo effecually compall?*d, that for ſeveral years the Paprſts 
continued in the Communion of the Church, and when they 
did forſake it, it was not becauſe they approved not of our 
Liturgy, but upon political conſiderations, and becauſe the 
Councill of Trent had commanded it, and Pope Pixu the 5th. 
had Excommunicated- the Queen, and diſcharg'd her Sub- 
jets from their Allegiance, and-made the going or not go- 
ing to Church a ſign diſtinQive, to difference a Roman Catha- 
lick from an Engliſh Proteſtant. 

Pll give you, the words of Dr. Heylin, they are in his 
Hiſtory of Queen Elizabeth. * There paſt another Act for 
© recommending and impoſing the book of Common Prayer, 
© and Adminiſtration of the Sacraments, according to ſuch 
© alteration and correQions as were made therein by thoſe 
© who,were appointed to reviſe it, as beſore is ſaid. In the 
© purſuance of which ſervice, there was - gs care taken for 
© expunging all ſuch paſſages init, as might give any ſcandal 
ar offence to the: Popiſh party, or be urg'd by them in excuſe 
© for their not coming to Church, and joyning with the reſt 
© of the Congregation in God's publique worſhip. In the 
<Litany firſt made and publiſhed by King Hexry the Eight, 
© andafterwards continued inthe two Liturgies of King Ed- 
© ward the fixth, there was a Prayer to be delwver'd from the 


© Tyrayny, and all the deteſtable enormities of the Biſhops of 


© Rome, which was thought fit to be expung'd, as giving 
«© matter of fcandal, and diſaffeftion toall that party, or that 
«otherwiſe with'd well to that Religion. In the Firſt Liturgy 
© of King Edward, the Sacrament of the Lord's Body was 
<deliver'd with this benediQtion, that is to ſay, the body of 
© onr Lord Teſus Chrift, which was given for the preſervation 
© of thy Body and Saul, t9 Life Everlaſting > The blood of our 
« Lord Jeſus Chrip, &c. which being thought by Caluin and 
_ ©his Diſciples to give ſome countenance to the groſs and car- 
©nal prefence of Chriſt in the Sacrament, which paſleth. by 
© the name of Tranſubſtantiation inthe School of mm, my 
| alter* 
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*<alter'd into this form, into the ſecond Litorgy, that is to 


© ſay, take and eat this in remembrancethat Chriſt dyed forthe, 
© znd feed on him, in thy heart by faith with Thanksgrving ; 
*Take and arink, this. &c. But the Reviſers of the book 
© joyn*d both formes together, leaſt under colour of rejefting 
*acarnal, they might be thought alſo to deny ſuch a realpre- 
© ſence as was defended in the writings of the antient fathers. 
© Upon which ground they expung*d alſo a whole Rubrick at 
©the end of the Communion Service, by which it was decla- 
cored, that kneeling at the participation of the Sacrament, 
© was required for no other reaſon, than for the fignification 
« of the humble and gratefull acknowledging of the benefits 
« of Chriſt given therein unto the worthy Receiver. And 
©to avoid that prophanation and diforder which otherwiſe 
< might have enſucd, and not for giving any adoration to the 
© Sacramental Bread and Wine, there bodily received, or 
Einregard of any real and eſſential preſence of Chriſt"s Body and 
© Blood, Andto.come up cloſer to the Church of Rome, it was 
Sordered by the Ourzens injunitions that the Sacramentdl 
© Bread (which the book required onely to be made of the 
«fineſt Flower ) ſhould be made round, in faſhion of the wa- 
Cfers _ in the time of Queen Mary. She alſo order'd that 
the Lord's Table ſhould be placed where the Altar ſtood, 
© that the accuſtomed reverence ſhould be made at the name of 
© Feſus, Muſick retained in the Church, and all the old feſti- 
Coals obſer? d, with their ſeveral Eves;, By which comply- 
© ances, and the expunging of the paſſages before remem- 
© bred, the book was made fo paſſable among ft the Papiſts, 
«that for ten years they generally repair'd to their Pariſh 
© Churches, without doubt or fcruple, asis afftirm®d not only 
© by Sir Edward Cook in his —_ apainſt Garnet, and his 
© charge givenat the Aſſizesheld at Norwich, but alſo by the 
© Oeen her ſelf, in a Letter to Sir Frances Walſingham, then 
©being her Reſident, or Leeiger Embaſſador in the Court of 
© France, the ſame corfeffed by Sanders alſo in his book de 


© Schifſmate. 
To 
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'To this Heyliz within'a few yearsfollowing adds. *<* And 


, © now we may behold the: face of the Church of England, 


© as it was firſt ſctled and eſtabliſhed under Oneen Elizabeth. 
* The Government of the Church by Archbiſhops and Bi- 
ſhops; — The Litargy conform to the primitive 
© patterns, and all the Rites and Ceremonies therein preſcri- 
© bed, accommodated to the honour of God, and encreafe 
* of piety. The Feſtivals preſerved in their former Dignity, 
* obſerv'd with all their diſtin& Offices peculiar to them, and 
© celebrated with a Religious Concourſe of all ſorts of peo- 
* ple, the weekly Faſts, the Holy time of Lent, the Embring 
* weeks, together with the Faſt of the Rogation, ſeverely 
© kept by a forbearance of all kind of fleſh ; not mow by vir- 
© rue of the Statute, as in the time of King Edward, but as 


© appoynted by the Church in her publique Calendar, before the 


* book of Common Prayer, the Sacrament of the Lord's 
© Supper celebrated in moſt reverend manner, the Holy Ta- 
© ble ſeated in the place of the Altar, the people making 
© their due reverence at their firſt entrance- into the Church, 
© kneeling at the Communion, the confeſſion and the publique 


* 


© prayers, ſtanding up atthe Creed, the Goſpels and the Go- 


© ria Patri, andufing the accuſtomed reverence at the name | 


© of Jeſus ; Muſick retain'd in all ſuch Churches in which pro- 
fvifion had been made for the maintenance of it, or where 
*the people could be trained up at leaſt to plain Song ; All 
© which particulars were cither Eſtabliſhed by the Lawes, 
© or commanded by the Qzeens injunttions, or otherwiſe re- 
© tained by virtue of ſome antient uſages, not by Law pro- 
©hibited. Nor is it muchto be admired that ſuch a general 
© Conformity to thoſe antient uſages was conſtantly obſerv'd 
© in all Cathedrals, and the.moſtpart of the Pariſh Churches, 
© conſidering how well they were preſidented by the Court it 
© ſelf, in which the Liturgy was Officiated every day, both 
© morning and evening, not only in the publick Chappel, but 
© the private Cloſet, celebrated in the Chappell with Organs, 
© and other Muſical Inſtruments, and the moſt excellent voi- 

ces 
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ces of menand children, that could be got in all the King- 


<©<dom. TheGentlemenand Children in their Surplices, and 


© the Prieſts in Copes as oft as they attended the Divine Ser- 
eyice at the Holy Altar. The Altar furniſhed with rich © 
© Plate, two fair Gilt Candleſticks with T apers in them, aud 
© a Maſſy Crucifix of Silver in the midſt thereof, which lat 
© remained there for ſome years, till it was broke in pcices 
© by Pach, the fool (no wiſer man daring to undertake ſuch 
© adeſperate Service) at the ſollicitation of Sir Francis Knoles, 
©the Queens near Kinſman by the Caries, and one who open- 
<ly appeared in favour of the Schiſm at Franckford. The 
© xntient ceremonics accuſiomably obſerv'd by the Knights of 
© the Garter, in their Adoration towards the Altar, aboliſhed 
©by King Edward the 6th, and reviv'd by Queen Mary, 
«were by this Queen retain'd as formerly in her Fathers 
time —— for which ſhe received both thankes and 
© honour from her very enemies, [z. e. the Papilts] as ap- 
© neares by Harding?s Epiſtle Dedicatory before his anſwer 
© to the Apology, &e. So far Heylin. | 
Thus from what the ſons of the Church, Cambaden, Bur- 
net and Heylia have afirm'd, *tis apparent that Queen Eliz- 
abeth had a natural propenſion to favour the Papiſts, and thar 
this was diſcover?d by her making the Termes of Commu- . 
nion much more eaſie to the Papiſts than in King Edward's 
time, whereby they became the more difficult and arduous 
to the Proteſtant Diſſenter. Nl] only add one obſervation of 
the Jeſuit Reignold againſt Whitaker, whereby the Reader 
may perceive, not only that the Papiſts take notice how 
the pratice of the- Church of England contradidts their Ru- 
brick, but alſo that in the Rubrick concerning Apparel, 
which is now to be found inthe Communion Book, even the 
beginning before morning prayer, *tis order'd ; That the 
Miniſter at the time of Communion, and at all other times in his 
AMiniſtration, ſhall uſe ſuch Ornaments in the Church, as were 
in uſe by Authority of Parliament, in the ſecond year of the 
Reign of King Edward the 6th. 
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But Queen El:zabeth was not the only cauſe of driving 


| back the Reformation, but- the Clergy themſelves had an 


hand in it, which was ſufficiently diſcover*d, when they 
perceiv'd that her Majeſties Council began to entertain more 
favourable thoughts of Proteſtant Diſſenters, who continued 
their cries for a firther Reformation. | 
Cambden aſſures us, that about the year 15383, © The 
© Queen (who held it for a maxime that ſhe ought not to be 
© more remiſs in Eccleſiaſtical Aﬀaires,) advancing Whirerf# 
© from the Sea of Worcefter, to that of Canttrbury, above all 
© commanded him to re-eſtabliſh the Diſcipline of the Church 
© of England, that as then lay diſmembred by the conniven- 
© cy of Prelates, the obſtinacy of Innovators, and by the 
© power of ſome great ones, Whillt ſome Miniſters ————— 
© uſing to their own fantalie new Rites of. Services in their 
© private Houſes, utterly condemning the Liturgy, and the 
© appointed manner of Adminiſtring the Sacrament, as be- 
Cing in many things contrary to the Scriptures, and therefore 
© many refus*'d to go to Church. —-— To aboliſh which 
© things, and to reduce *em in Unity, Whztg:i#t propounded 
© Three Articles to the Miniſters, by them to be ſubſcribed. 
© But (adds Cambaden) 'tis incredible what controverſies and 
© difputations aroſe upon this — What troubles and in- 
E juries Whzirgift ſuffer?d of certain noble men. So far Camb- 
den. 
But whoever might be ſo happy as to be throughly ac- 
vainted with a juſt , impartial and particular Hiſtory of 
thoſe times would ſuddenly ſce, that the true cauſe of all 
IWhitgifts troubles was his intemperate perſecuting Godly and 
Conſcientious men, who rather like a Spaniſh Inquiſitor pro- 
pos'd a multitude of Articles to enfnare, thanas a good Pa- 
ſtor to reduce his erring Brethren to the truth ; For even 
when he was moſt violent in letting oat his rage on the Con- 
ſcientious Diſſenter, even then the wicked, the ungodly and 
prophane Prieſts knew not what it was to be proſecuted for 
their debauchcries, Neither can it be truly faid that the 
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Earl of Leiceſter was the only great -perſon , that reſented - 
the ill proceedings of this Biſhop, but even the Lord Trea- 
ſurer Cecill, and her Majefties Comncll. 

*Tis ſad to confider with what ſeverity Whitgift treated 
the Conſcientious Diſſenter , and with what mildneſs the 
drunkard, glutton, &c. The which was ſo palpable, that 
ſome zealous Conformiſts, ſince that time have judg'd it ne- 
ceſſary to eſſay the putting ſome colour on it, as Iſaac Wal- 
ron in the life of Hooker, moſt Satyrically repreſents the Non- 
conformiſt to be much more vile than the drunkard or glut- 
ton, even when he could not impeach 'em as being guilty of 
any ſuch enormities. But that ſomewhat might be ſaid to 
expoſe the Diſſenter, and defend the Biſhops, an encroach- 
ment is made on the divine prerogative and vain man, who 
cannot but with much difficulty look into his own heart, pre- 
tends to ſee into the ſecrets of the Difſenter, where he figds 
ſo many Spiritual wickedneſſes that lye hid to Iodge, that he 
muſt be warm in diſcovering his abhorrence to ſuch Villanies, 
judging not according to the outward appearance, but like un- 
to the all-knowing God, according to the heare. Þll give 
you Mr. Walkjon's own words, who ſpeaking of the Non- 
conformiſts, ſayes. © Of this party there were many that 
<were poſſeſt with an high degree of Spiritual wickedneſs ; 
©I mean with an innate reſtleſs radical pride and malice, 1 
© mean not thoſe /eſſer fins, that are more viſible, and more 
© properly Carnal, and fins againſt a mans ſelf, as gluttony 
© and drunkenneſs, and the like, (from which good Lord 
© deliver us) but fins of an higher nature, becauſe more un- 
<like to the nature of God, which is Love and Aercy, and 
« Peace, and more like the Devil, (whois not a glutton, nor 
©can be drunk, and yet is a Devil :)) thoſe wickednefſes of 
© malice and revenge, and pypnion, and a complacence in 
« making and beholding confuſions. ———— Men whom 
© Pride and Self-conceit had made to over-value their own 
& Wiſdom, and become pertinacious, and to hold fooliſh and 
« unmannerly diſputes againſt thoſe men, which they ought to 
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© reverence, and- thoſe Lawes which they ovght to obey. 
Asif diſputing freely with the Biſhop, and not giving him 
the defir 
even when they could not without finning againſt God, had. 


been the Overt Act of. that Pride, Malice, &c. which makes. 


men more vile than Glnttony and Drunkenneſs. 
But 'tis no part of my preſent province to comment: on 
this notion, but only fromit to inferr, that as the dignified. 


Clergy did conſider the Non-Conformity of the Diſſenter to 


be a {in moſt odious, much more high and great, than that. 
of gluttony, even ſo 'tis caſie to. conclude, that what is af- 
frm'd in Ziftory concerning the Biſhops treating the drunk-- 
ard with more candor than the Conſcientious Diffenter, is 
very true ; For which no ſtronger reaſon can be afſign'd, than, 
that the debauchees wickedneſs, not being ſo great an impe-- 
diment to the accommodating the difference between the 
Church of England, and of Rome, as the Non- Conformity 
of the Difſenter, the wickedneſs of the former might be*to- 
lerated, even when the Dsſſent of the latter, would not be 
born. | 
That this is ſo, namely, that the Arch-biſkops and Biſhops - 
in the reſpeds they ſhew*d the ignorant , and ſcandalous, 
among the Miniſtry, and the letting out their wrath on the- 
zntrattible Diſſenter as they term'd it, was a plain. evince-. 
ment, that they thereby aimed atthe gratifying the Papiſt, 
will appear with convidtion to ſuch as will be ſo juſt to them-- 
ſelves, as to weigh impartially the impoxt of thoſe Lerters, 
are added to the end of this Treatiſe, whete hee will not only 
ſeeintothe reaſon, why the Eprſcopal would by all means: 
hide ?em from the Light, but moreover perceive the watter- 
of fatt, 1 have ſuggeſted to be very true. 
That theſe Lettersare nor ſpurious, nor feigned, but co- 
pies froman Anthentich Original is well known to ſome zea-- 
ious Sons of the Church, who it may be will be ſurpriz'd to 
ſee that appear in face of the World, which doth ſo plainly 
diſcover what they deſire might be conceal'd, | 
| | ; in 


d reſpects by rendring obedience to- his commands, - 
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In theſe Letters, *tis apparent, that when the proſecution 
was moſt brisk againſt Proteſtant Difſenters, ſeveral among” 
the dignified Clergy were very covetous, and ſcandalous in their 
Converſations. ( Numb. 1. ) Even thoſe who antecedently to 
their preferment, were well afj cited, when they came to the Ca- 
thedral Churcites did ſo ſirangely degenerate, that the Lord 
Treaſurer Cecil (Numb. 2.) did fear the places did alter 
the men; whence *tis that her Majeſties Councill in their Let- 
ter to: the Biſhop of L.ondon and Canterbury, (Numb. 3.) 
did obſerve from the many complaints brought unto them, that 
the worſt of men met with-no trouble, when Conſcientious and. 
Learned Minifters were greatly moleſted for their Non-Confors 


amitry.: 

Bat that which doth moſt fully diſcover the zexper, and; de- 
ſian of Whitgift,as one who acted rather like a Spaniſh Inquifi- 
zor, than a good Proteſtant, impoſing Articles that were of an 
enſnaring tendency, is what | find in the Letters of the Lozd' 
Cecil unto the Arch-biſhop, with Arch biſhops reply. Numb... 
4+ 56. The which is more generally ſuggeſted in Cambaen, 
who mentions the diffatisfattion .of ſeveral. noble men, with 
the Biſhops proceedings, but more expreſly by a moderate. 
writcr in Queen Eliz.abeths, who (in his plca of the inno- 
cent) doth in the name of the Non-Conformiſts ſpeak thus. 
of the Lords of the - Councill - - © And this is not all,. 
©that bindes us to their honours - for in our private troubles: 
C about the Ceremonies and Subſcription, we the poor and 
@ faithfull Miniſters of Chriſt, whenſoever we have opened. 
© our cauſe, and humbled our ſelves unto them, we have 
© found great juſtice and equity, and divers times great relief 
*and eaſe from our troubles ; No doubt they ſeeing our inno-: 
© cency, that of meer Conſcience without any the leaſt incli- 


©nation to difloyalty to our Sovercign, we did forbear to do 
| ©thoſe things, they have tendered our cauſe, and lovingly. 


© effefted, that we might not be too much over-burdened. 
Moreover concerning the Biſhops they ſay ; © What could - 
we doleſs, or better, than to repair to the Revcrend Bi- 


ſhops 
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© ſbops for Counſell and Comfort, which for the ſpace of ten 
© years, (or the moſt part thereof,) they did in ſome good 
© meaſure afford unto us, till as I take it by the relation of 
© ſome in the ſame broyles, the Papiſts had cunningly wreſted 
© our good Fathers from ws, that they could, and would do 
©*no further for us. Then yet complaining of our caſe, 'and 
© opening our doubts unto them, we did as the Law afford- 
*eth, thatthe cauſe ſhould be brought before the Ordinary, 
© in all doubts about ceremonies .of the Church Eſtabliſhed 
* by Law: and finding not our ſelves reſolv*d by our ordina- 
© ries, alas what could we do leſs, than quietly to ſuffer. our 
© ſelves (with great grief bewailing our flocks) to be ſuſpen- 
© ded, impriſoned and deprived. And this hyth been the 
cauſe of all them, which -have not uſed the Etremonies ſo 
© fully as ſome other of their Brethren. 

By this *tis evident, that as Queen Elizabeth's Education, 
natural temper, Intereſt of State, and I verily believe, Con- 
ſcience of Duty unto God inclin?d her to ſuch an eftabliſh- 
ment in the Eccleſiaftical Conſtitution, as might be moſt grate- 
full unto the Papiſt, even ſo ſome of the Clergy (who by Hey- 
lin are called Melanfthonians of whom W hitgift and Ban- 
croft were principal in their times,) did their utmoſt by inſiſt- 
ing ſo very much on the Ceremonies, Subſcription, &c. to 
the ſame end the Ouecens Majeſty did, whereby to the great 
grief of many Sound Proteſtants, the Service of our Church 
was made to reſemble as much as poſſible, that of the Courch of 
Rome. But, 

3. Vl now conſider the reaſonings of ſome Proteſtant 
Diſſenters from this ſimilitude, likeneſs and agrement there is 
between theſe two ſervice books againſt the ordinary uſe of the 
Exghſh Liturgy. 

Whoever will make a due enquiry into the Hiſtory of the 


Reformation, will find that in Edward the 6th, his dayes, 


Hooper Lord Biſhop ele& for GloceFer, ſcrupled the Ep:ſco- 
pal Veſtments, becauſe they had been invented cheifly for ce- 


lebrating the Maſs with much pomp, and had been conſecra- 
ted 
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ted for that effect. In Queen Hartes time the exil'd Prote” 
ſtants at Frankford, ſuch as Knox, and thoſe of his perſwa- 
ſion, refufed to Miniſter the Communion by the book of 
England, for that there were ſome things in it placed only by 
warrant of man*s Authority, or no ground of God's word for 
the ſame, and had alſo a long time very Superſtitiouſly 5x the 
Maſs been wickedly abuſed. See diſcourſe of the troubles at 
Franckford. Moreover in Oueen Elizabeth's, and King 
Fames's dayes, ſeveral manifeſted their diſlike of our Litzrgy 
for this very reaſon, becauſe *twas ſo like unto the Romiſh 
Service. II! give ſome particular inſtances with thoſe rea 
ſons that were by *em urg'd againſt a complyance with a Ser 
vice Book, fo like that of the Papiſts. | | 

In a part of the Regiſter you have the ſenſe of Mr. Edward 
Deering, who ſayes that ; «The fimilitude that this book 
© has, with the form of Prayer which the Papiſts uſed 1 1 


© think declineth from the equity of theſe Lawes, Dent. 7. 


©25. Dent. 12. 30. Dent. 18. 9. which things our fathers ſo 
© much regarded in the Primitive Church, that their books 


Care full 0 great complaints, _ all fimilitude to be had 
 Exyith the Gentiles. Yea the ſecond Councill of Bractt 


© made a decree, that no Chriſtian ſho:11d have either Bay- 
©Leaves, or Green Boughes in their houſes, becauſe the 
*Gentiles ſo accuſtomed ; And atthis day all Reformed Chur- 


| Eches in France, Polonia , Hebuetia, Scotland, and other 


© places have changed that form” of Prayer, which prudence 
< of all ages, if we ſhall condemn, the rebuke of the Apoſtle, 
[think will touch us. 1 Coy. 14. 36. Came the word of God 
© out from youty or came it elſe to you only ?' Secondarily, we 
© have the Pſalmes, Fenite, Benediftus, Magnificat, nunc di- 
© xittis, uſual in our Miniſtry, of which we can give no good 
©reaſon. Nor | ſee no cauſe why we ſhould more leave out 
«the 4ve AMaria. And becauſe of parting the Scriptures 
* again into the Epiſtles and Goſpels (which was not heard 
© of before the dayes of Popery,)}1 dare not avow that this 
<is that reverent handling of the Scriptare,' and the .right di- 
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*< viding of the word 'of truth , which St. Pau! requireth 


©2 Trm.2.15. | 
But the Abridgment is much more full on this Subjed, 


ſhewing what are the many Scriptural Arguments againſt all 


complyances with the Superſtitions, the which is farther con- 
firm'd, not only from the Fathers, the Tranſmarine Prote- 
reſtant Divines, but alſo by our own Old Proteſtant Dottors 
of the Church of England. Take it as in the Abridgment, 
where tis aſſerted, that ?tis contrary to che word of God, 
to uſe ſuch ceremonies in the worſhip of God, as man has 
deviſed, if they be notoriouſly known -to have been of old, 
and ftill tobe abuſed unto 1dolatry or Sperſtstion, by the Pa- 


piſts, eſpecially if the ſame be now of no ecefſary uſe in the 


Church ; Where note, that the Ceremonial part of the Eng- 
liſh Service that is like unto that of the Romiſh, is what has 
beenabuſed by the Papiffs to Idolatry or Superſtition, but 


-yet are not ſo neceſſary to Divine Worſhip, but that the 


worſhip may be compleat, .decent and orderly without 'em 
but to their reaſons, this may appear ſay they. | 

1, © By the Second Commandment which forbids all pro- 
© vocation unto ſpiritual fornication, as the 7th. doth unto that 
"which is Carnal. | 

2. © By the Commandment and dire&ion God hath given 
© usin his word to ſeparate our ſelves from Idolaters, and be 
*as unlike to them as may :be,, eſpecially in their Religious 
© Obſervations and Ceremonies, to aboliſh not only all Idols, 
© but alſo all the Ceremontes and Inſtruments of 1dolatry, and 
*that ſoas we may beſt ſhew our utmoſt deteſtation to them, 
* and root out the very memory of them, to caſt away even 
© ſuch things as had a good Original, and ufe (if they be not 
© ftill neceflary, -or commanded of God) when once they 
<*are known.to have been defiled by Idolatry, or abuſed un- 
©ro 1t. | 

3. © By the equity and reaſons of theſe Commandments 
«which we find ſet down in Holy Scripture,*viz. 1. The 
*.deteſtation which the Lord our God (being a aun! 0? 

carct 
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© beareth unto Tdelatry, and all the Inftruments and Tokens 
© thereof, as unto Spiritual Whoredom. 2. That we cannot 
© be ſaid lincerely to have repented of the Idolatry or Superfti- 
*tion, whereby we or our Fore-fathers have provoked the 
© Lord, unleſs we be aſhamed of, and caſt away with deteſtati- 
© on all the Inſtruments and Monuments of it. 3. That we ſhall 
© be in danger to becorrupted in the Subſtance of Religion, and 
© purity of Dodtrine, and even to fall back again unto idolatry, 
©if we conform our ſelves to ldolaters in their Ceremonies, 
© and retain the Monuments of their Superſtition, yea if we 


©ſhew not all deteſtation unto them. 4. That our holding . 


© of Conformity with Idolaters in their Ceremouics (wherein 
© they repoſe the greateſt part of their Religion,) will be a ſpe- 
© cial mean to harden them in their Superſtition. 5. That ſce- 
<ing the Pope is reveiled to be that great Antichriſt,. and his 
© [dolatry troubleth the Church, at this day more than any 
© other, and our people converſe more with Papiſts than with 
© any other Idolaters, there is more danger in the retaining of 
© the Ceremonies and Relicks of Popery, than of any other ldo- 


© latry whatſoever. 7 
4+ © By the judgment of the Godly Learned of all Churches 


and Ages, who have conſtantly taught and given Teſtimony 


«to this Truth, that Chriſtians are bound to caft off the Ceremo- 
© ies and Religious Cuſtomes of Pagans, Fewes, Idolaters and 
< Hereticks, and carefully to ſhun all Conformity with them 
© therein. 

© In the Councell of Nice it was decreed, that Chriſtians 
© might not keep the Feaſt of Eaftcr at that time, nor in -that 
© manner as the Jewes did : Ler us (ſay they) in nothing agree 
< with that moſt deteſtable rout of the Jewes. 

© And in another Councill, that none ſhould faſt on the Lord's 
© day, becauſe the Manichees had taken up that day to faſt on, 
© which alſo AugaFtine alledgeth and approverh of in another 
© That ſuch Altars as were ſet up in the Country, and High- 
© ways, in memory of the Martyrs, ſhould be aboliſhed, al- 
© though they were pretended to be ſet by Revelations or Vi- 
© ſions, and that ſolemn requeſt ſhould be made to ithe Empe- 


© our That all Reliques __ Monuments of Idolatry might 
| © be 


\ 


| ET .\_ 
£ be utterly deſtroyed. And this decree we find cited by | Dy. 
. C Full. ] 


© [11 another Council it was decreed, that none of the Clergy 


© ſhould forbear or make ſcruple to eat Fleſh, that they might 
© ſhew themſelves to difler from the Priſcillianiſts. In another, 
© that Chriſtians ſhould not deck their houſes with Bay leaves, 
- © and Green Boughs, becauſe the Pagans did uſe ſo to do. 
© 'That they ſhould not reſt from their labours thoſe dayes that 
©the Pagans did, and that they ſhould not keep the firſt day of 
© every Month as they did. In another, that Chriſtians ſhould. 
© not celebrate Feaſts on the Birth dayes of Martyrs, becauſe 
© that was the manner of the Heathen. Tertullian is large and 


© vehement in this point, as (faith he ) we may give nothing to. 


© the ſervice @f amidol ; So-may we. borrow nothing from the 
© ſervice of an {dol ; If it be againſt Religion to fit at Table in 
© 2n Idols Temple, what is it to-be ſeen in the habit of an 1dol. 
© Apain, no- habit or apparel is efteemed Lawfull amongſt us, 
© that-hath been dedicated or appointed to ſo unlawfull an Ac. 
© Thou that art a Chriſtian muſt hate thoſe things, the Authors 
< and Inventors whereof, thou. canſt not chooſe but hate. In 
« another place he affirmeth, that Chriſtians might not waſh 
£ their hands, nor lay afide their Cloakes before Prayer, nor ſit 


© upontheir Beds after Prayery becauſe the Heathen uſed ſo to. 


t do. . Melchiades Bifhop of Rope decreed, that no Chriſtians 
« ſhould faſt on the Lord's day, or on the Friday, becauſe it 
£ wasa 'known cuſtom oof the -Pagans to faſt on thoſe dayes. 
© Ambroſe xraught Monica, the Mother of Auguſtine, as Angu- 


« fine himſelf reporteth it, which is alſo alleadged by Biſhop - 
© Zewel, toleave bringing of Wine and. Cakes to the Church,. 


* as the was:wontto do, becauſe ſhe might not Lawfully give 
© ſuch a ſhew of Conformity with the Gemrzles, Auguſtine him- 
+ ſelf alſo preſcribing a direction how to winn the Papars,. 


© hath theſe words, if you ask how the Pagans may be won.,. 


< how they may be enlightned, how they may be called to Sal- 
«vation ? leave all their Solemnities, forſake their Toyes.. 
* Gregory (as we find him cited by Biſhop Zewel) alleadgeth and 
* approveth: of a decree of the Councell of Toledo , which 
*rbade the Ceremony of thrice dippins in Baptiſm,, becauſe 

* it 
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© it was the cuſtom of certain, Zereticks. Leo adviſeth all Chri- 
© ftjans to ſhun the wiperous conference of Hereticks, and that 
© in nothing they would be ike unto them, who in name ogly 
©are Chriſtians, The judgment of the Church of Scotland, 
© appeareth in a Letter, written from a general Afſembly held 
© at Edenborough 1 566,, unto the Biſhops of England. In which 
© ( beſides many other ſentences to. this purpoſe, ) thus they 
« write; If Surplice, Corner Cap and Tippet, have been badges 
© of /dslatersin the very Att of Idolatry, what have the Preach» 
Cers of Chriſtian Liberty, and the open Rebukers of Super- 
© ſtition to do with the dregs of the Romiſh Beaſt. And more 
« plainly in the confeſſion of their Faith, whereunto his right 
© excellent Majeſty, with others of . the cheif ſtates of that 
© Kingdom, did ſolemnly ſwear and ſubſcribe, where we find 
© theſe words. [We deteſt all the Ceremonies and falſe Doc- 
@ rrine of the Roman Antichriit, added to the miniſtration of 
© the true Sacraments z We deteH all bis vain Allegorzes, Rites, 
© Seanes and Traditions brought tnta the Church without the Word 
© of God. ] — ——=—— © T hs have ſuch as have been 
© chief Pars in our own Church, judg'd of the Afonumernts 
© of 1dolatry, aadall Conformity with Papiſts in their Ceremo- 
© nies. Mr. Rogers (that Holy Martyr) would not conſent to 
© a (Canon that wasto be made in King Edward's dayes for the 
$ Clergics Uniformity, in Cap, Tipper, and the reſt of the Ap- 
© parel, unleſs it might be decreed that the Papiſts for .a diff er- 
© exce between them and others, might be conſtrained to wea 
* upon their ſleevesa Chalice with an Hoſt upon it, | 

« Our late Queens injunctions require, that all Monuments 
© of Idolatry and Superſtition be ſo utterly extinguiſhed and de- 
© ftroyed, that there may remain no memory of them cither in 
* our Churches or Houſes. And the Book of Canons made Azx- 
* no Dom. 157". That no may wear the grey Amice, ar any other 
& oarment defiled with the like Superſtition. 

< Biſhop Jewel in one place approveth the judgment of Ter- 
£ tulliany and the Fathers of that Age : who farbade Chriſtians 


<to wear Garlands of Bay, not for that (faith he) the thing 


© wasill of itſelf, but for that they would not ſeem to follow 
« [dolaters. It had ſome appearance of cvil. And in another 
H 2 | © place 
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© place, ſpeaking of ſundry of the Popiſh Ceremonies, you 
© have (ſaith he, ſpeaking to the Papiſts,) ſo miſuſed theſe things, 
© or rather ſo defiled and bewrayed them with your Superſtitions, 
© that we can no longer continue them without breach of Conſci- 
© ence. «6 
« Biſhop P:lkinton miſliked, that in our Liturgy we are ſo 
© ke the Papiſts ; In Marriage (faith he) and many other things | 
© beſides, weare but too like unto them ; That is our fault ge- 
Ys that we differ not more from them, inall our Mini- | 
©ftry, | ; 
© Biſhop Weſtphaling (m his Treatiſe .of Reformation) al- 
© leadgeth to this purpoſe, and alloweth this fentence of Angu- 
© tine, whoſoever (be he Jew or Gentile,) that ſhall obſerve 
© the. Ceremonies of the Jewes, not only he thatdoth it unfeign- 
*cdly, but even he that doth it to any other intent, tumbleth 
_ ©*himſelf into the Bottomleſs pit of the Devil. 
© Biſhop Bilſon (defending the Reformed: Churches apainſt a 
© lander of the Papiſts,) reporteth thus of them, as approving, 
©andallowing themin it; "The Reformed Churches ( ſaith he) 
Fare ſo far from admitting the full doſe of your Hereſtes, that 
© by no means they can digeſt one dram of your Ceremonies. 
« Dr. Humfrey ſpeaking of Conſtantines zeal in forbidding ! 
© all Conformity with the Jewes , affirmeth; That all men 
© ought to imitate him therein, and refuſe to-conform them- 
© ſelves. to the enemies of God in any of their Ceremonies; ; 
© And in another place he profeſſeth plainly both his defire and | 
© hope of the utter aboliſhing of the Ceremonies, and. of all 
«the Monuments of Popiſh Superſtition that. yet remain in our | 
© Church: | 
< Dr. Falk in one place faith 3- If any man miſlike our form 
© of Service, as notdiffering ſufficiently from yours, he ſhew- 
© eth his greater zeal in deteſtation of your Idolatry and Blaſ- 
© phemy. Andinanother ; We abhorr (faith he) whatſoever 
© hath buta ſhew of Popery. In another place he gives this for 
©a reaſon, why onr Miniſters uſeto ſtand at the North-ſide of 
© the Table at the Communion, that we might ſhew our- ſelves 
© thereby unlike tothe Papiſts, Ht = 
| De, 
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©Dr. Andrews now Dean of Weſtminſter hath this Speech: 
Cn his Catechiſm, if it be true that is in Fade 23. that we. 
© muſt hate the very Garment that the fleſh had ſpotted, ſurely, 
© becauſe the Idol is as unclean- and abominable, no lefs. abomi- 
©nable muſt that Garment be, that it hath ſpotted. 

© Dr. Sutcliffe maketh this one of: his principal Arguments: 
© again(t the Papiſts ;: that they have derived:moſt of their Ce- 
*remonies and Cuſtoms from the Jewes and Pagans, See alſo 
©a moſt plain and pregnant Teſtimony of Mr. Greenham for 
©this our firft Argument in the laſt Edition of his Workes.. 
Bat above all others that ever were read, Marbnry is moſt pe- 
© remptory and bitter in this point. And as all theſe Divines 
© agree with usin this our firſt Argument againſt: the Ceremo-- 
©nies, ſodo they and others alſo, in the reaſons we have brought 
©outof the Scriptures to confirm it by. For they hold. 

1. © That thoſe Lawes, that we have alleadged out of the 
©Old Teſtament againſt the Monuments of Idolatry, do. bind' 
© ns as much as they did the ewes, and from- them they con- 
©clude as we have done, that all Reliques of Popiſh and Hea- 
<theniſh Superſtition, are to be baniſhed out of the Church of 
<of Chriſt ; Of this judgment are Calvin, Martyr, Grineus. 


 ©-Wolphins, Orfinus, Macabems, Z anchius, Simterus, Zepperus, 


©qur own-Book: of Homilies ; Dr. F#tk and others. - 

2, © That Ezekiah', Joſiah ,. and the reſt of the Godly 
© Kings of 7udah, which ſhewed moſt zeal: in aboliſhing thoſe 
things which had been abuſed to Idolatry, did no more than 
©they were bound by the Law of God: to do, and that from 
<their example the Argument holds ſtrong againſt the Monu-- 
© ments of' Idolatry now,. becauſe all Chriſtians are bound to 
< imitate their zeal therein.. Of this judgment was Auguſtine, 


VP 


©Calvin, Martyr, Wolphims, Lavater, Zanchins, Zadeel,. 


_ «© Biſhop Fewel, Biſhop Bilſon, Dr. Fulk, Dr. Rainold, Dr. 


& Andrewes, Mr. Perkins, and others. 


3. * 'That the retaining of the Popiſh: Ceremonies will cer- 
© tainly be a means to indanger the dorine that we profeſs,. 


and to bring-the people back againto Popery. This was the 
«judgment of the divines of Saxony , and of them of: Ha. 


*burgh, of Luther, Occolampadins , Calvin, Bucer, Mart |, 
Wolph:.- ; 
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© Welphins, Chenmmitins , Pezelius, Zanchimy, Ir. Andrews, 
© Mfr. Greenbam, and others. 

4. © That the retaining of the Ceremonies of Idolaters 
© will canfe them to inſult over our Religion, as if it could not 
©ftand without help from them, and ſo hardez them in their 
© liking of their own ldolatry, This xeaſon hath been uſed 
* apainſt Conformity with the Jewes, by Cotartine the Empe- 
*ror, and by all the fathers in the firſt Councell of Vice, and 
* againſt Conformity with the Papiſts, by Brentins, Muſen'nsy 
x Biſhop Zewel and others. | | 

© Fourthly, we are confirmed in this our perſwaſion that it is 
© unlawfull to retain the ceremonies of the Papiſts, by experi- 
*ence of the great hurt they have done, and do daily in the 
"Church. For we find. | | 

© That ſome of the learned{t of our Engliſh Papiſts (namely 
© Martial, Briſtow, and he that pcnned that Petition for the 
© Papiſts, which Dr. Surcliffe and fr. Powel have anſwered) 
© have by this Argument juſtified their Church and Religion, 
© that we have borrowed cur ceremonies from them, yea ſome of 
'*them (as Harding, Martial, and he that wrote the Apologe- 
© 15641 Epiſtle for our Engliſh Papiſts,)) have profeſſed, that this 
* was to them an evident Argument, that Queen El/;zabeth did 
© in her conſcience like well of their Religion, becauſe ſhe liked 
f and maintained thcir ceremonies, and the ſuperſtitious multi- 
"tnde, do uſually defend the bleſſing of themſetves with cyof- 
*fing their Breaſts and Forcheads, by our Crofling our. children 
«3n Baptiſm. So far the Abridgmerr. | 

To which Ill not make many an addition, becauſe I think 
*that the reaſonings of thoſe Reverend Divines, thoſe great 
Doors and Bifhops of the Church of England are ſo weighty 
and important, that an impartial Reader cannot but conclude - 


that though the influence this Argument may have on ſome be 


inconſ{iderable, yet it may be ſtrong and very cogent in the 
11dgment of others, in order to the obliging *em to refuſe to 
joyn with the Church in the uſe of the Englz/h Service : eſpeci- 


ally at ſac} a time as this, wherein we are under the fearfull ap- | 


If 


prehenſions of Popcry. 
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If ever a Popiſh Succeſſor ſhould enter the Engliſh Throne, 
we may eahly ſuppoſe, he'll do his utmoſt for the re-introdudtt- 
on of his own Religion amongſt us, the which ow cannot be 
done 'with more caſe and fpeed, than the firſt eſtabliſhing the 
Proteſtant Religion in this Kingdom has been. For, as the 
generality of the people were for Popery then, tliey are now 
as tauch again(t it, and therefore as the firſt Reformers ſued 
theprogrels of the Reformation to the temper of the vulgar, 
fo muſt the Papiſt zow, and as King Faward argued for the 
Engliſh Zetargy, fromitsagreableneſs with the Romeſh , So now 
the Papiſts will argue on behalf of the Romiſh Service, from 
its agreableneſs with our Engliſh, and ſay, if *twere good un- 
der an Heretical Under, why ſhall it be leſs fo under'a Catto- 
lick King, then (they may fay ) you have with the approbation 
of his Holyneſs the Pope, what formerly you had by the good 
liking of the Heretick only. 

*T'is not improbable .thatat firſt the Pope will be content, we 
ſhall oe the ſame Liturgy we now have, with very little glte- 
rations, and. to gain England under his Tyranny, will :conſent 
to what Pope Pixs-would have done m Queen Elizabeth's days, 
and alate Popein Laud*s time + and then by little and little add. 
unto the Liturgy, fometime a few Prayers, and again for the 
greater Solemnity, Decency and Order in the Adminiſtration 
of Baptiſm, may add tothe lign of the Croſs, that of Sakand 
Spittle, and Lyghts, &c. | Yo | 

Seeing then this may be ſo, there are many —_ the Dif- 
ſenters, who are afraid to comply with the uſe of the Engliſh 
Liturgy, keaſt by their practice they give an unanfwerable ad-- 
vantage to their implacable enemy the Papiſ#. They are aware 
of the defign, they are ſenſible how the Romaniſts have been 
practiſing onthe Charch of England, and what ufe they'l make 
of their not driving: on the Reformation much farther ,.. and: 
therefore now, in #þ# day do think, they hall highly provoke 
the Lord to jealouſie, ſhould they give countenance to the Sex- 
vice Booky which may be ſo eaſily improved to the advancing: 
the ſuperſtition of the Roman Catholick. 

But if after all it be faid by any, that theſe things are ZLight-. 
264ts, and not ſo much to be inſiſted on, no other anſwer tall 
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be given, but that of the Reverend M4. Dering in hisreply to 
an obje&ion of a like nature, as 'tis in a part of .the Regiſter. 
*If I ſeem curious, or ſtand upon light points, (beſide that in 
*the worſhip of God there is nothing light,) ſo the Conſcience 
'*of man is exceeding tender, that it will neither be troubled 
*nor touch'd in the leaſt tittle, contrary, to the perſwaſion of 
©truth The weight of ſin is not in ſubſtance of matter, but 
©in the Majeſty of God, that is offended, and be the thing »e- 
© ver ſolittle, yet the breach of his Commandment deſerveth 
© death. This faith we have learn'd of him, that is the wiſdom 
© of the father, and our only Prophet, that is, whoever ſhall 
< break one of theſe /eaſ# Commandments, theſe words which 
<are ſhall break one of the leaſt, have every one a greater weight 
©than may be contemn'd of any man. | 


Argument IV. 


Thereis in this Service Book a ſtrange diſorder and confufion 
. unworthy the grandure and Majeſty of that God, unto whom 
we make our approach in Prayer. God is a great King, his 
Name is dreadfull even among the Heathen, he is great and 
greatly to be feared and reverenced evenin the Aſſembly of his 
Saints. God is in Heaven, we on the Earth, and therefore 
as our words muft be few, even ſo muſt they be-utter?d in the 
graveſt, and moſt ſerious manner. God is a jealous God, 
and *tis.dangerous to trifle with him, when we come to wor- 
ſhiphimz Yea God is a God of Order,. and not of Confuſion, 
__ therefore-our Addrefles ſhould be in the moſt Solemn Or- 
der. 

This all will grant, but the queſtion is, whether there be 
any ſuch diſorder inthe Common Prayer Book ;, For this has been 
formerly objeated againſt the ex tempore and free Prayer of Dij- 
ſenters, who are ſaid to enter raſhly into God's preſence, and 
pray after the moſt diſorderly manner conceivable, how then 
comes this to be urg*d (may ſome ſay) againſt that ſet form of 
Prayer, which has been with the greateſt deliberation of the 
Fathers of the Church Compos'd. I peply, 


That 
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That the Reader may the more diftinaly Comprehend what I 
have to offer on this Fourth head of Argument, I muſt beſeech him 
to conſider. 1. That I am not defending fuch as will inconſide- 
rately Ruſh into the preſence of Almighty God, and prophane in- 
Nead of honouring the name of God in Prayer. I durſt not plead 
for ſuch an Irreverent or uncomely practice., Neither 2. Dol 
deſign to offer any thing againſt thoſe, who will ſeriouſly medi- 
tate on what they have to do, when -they. make their approaches 
unto the Throne of Grace. Premeditation on the matter to be 
praycd for, on the Method of the Addreſs, . yea, and onthe 
choice of Expreſſions, is ſo far from a Sin in my Judgment, that 
I verily believe ittobe a duty. Neither, 3. Do IObje& againſt 
the prudent and neceſſary Uſe of ſome ſet form of Prayer in pub- 


lick, for many may be endow'd with the Grace of Gods Spirit, 


who abound not with its Gifts, and *tis not enough that a man 
has the: Grace of Gods Spirit to enable him to*be the Mouth of 
Others to God in Prayer, tis the Gf, that in this Caſe is requi- 
ſite, the which ſome may not have who yet muſt pray in publick, 


or publick Worſhip muſt be totally omitted, in which Caſe the 


uſing a Form of Prayer is not only lawful, but highly. expedient. 
Theſe things premiſed, the Reader may cafily perceive who 
It is, for whom | do not Apologize, as well as that I am not 
arguing againſt the Divine Service Book, as it Contains a Form of 
Prayers, nor as it a form impoſed, which yet I approve not of, 
but as *tis ſuch a form ſo diſorderly, and Confuſed a Form. 
This is inſiſted on in the Altar of Damaſeus, and in the Lincoln 
Abridgment. In the Altar itis thus exprefſed. | 
© Then again their Prayers are ſhred into ſo many ſmall picces, 
© They pray in Two or Three Lines, and then after having read, 


© ſome other things come, andpray as much more, and ſo ta the Twen- 
* trethor Thirtieth time, with pauſes between. Prayers ſhould be 


© continued together, not cut off, and interrupted, or cut in ſmall 
© pieces. They do with their Prayers, as they do with their Go- 
« ſpels and Epiſtles which they rent from their Contexts, which 
© would ſerve for memory and greater Edification. So far he. 
To whom I add, That if a D:ſſenting Miniſter in Pulpit before 
his Sermon, when he addrefles himſelf to God in Prayer, ſnould 
utter Three or Four Sentences in Prayer, and then go off to ano- 
ther thing, to the reading Two or Three Verſes in the Bible, 


and then to his Prayer, and then to Reading, would not the gene- 
[ rality 
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rality of the Church ſay, this Difſenting Miniſter, by Confound- 
ing Reading and Prayer,” offers up his Requeſts after a moſt dif- 
orderly manner. - But to the Abridgment. 

In the Abridgment *tis urg'd, © That by this Book ſundry 
© things, that bring great D-ſorder and Confuſion unto the Worſhip 
© of God are appointed As that the People ſhould fay after the 
© Miniſter whole Sentences of Prayer and Scripture, yea the Mi- 
© niiter one part of the Prayer, and the people another, 8n1 in 
© ſundry parts of the Letany, the people make the Prayer, and the 
© Miniſter only directs them what to pray for. | 

The Miniſter at ſome time muſt pray, and the People give the 
reaſon of the Prayer ; for Inſtance. The Miniſter Prayes ſaying, 


 Givepeace in our days O Lord, andthe people make their Anſwer, 


Becauſe there # no other that fighteth for #4, but only thou O God, 
as if Almighty God alone had not been able to defend them in the 
time of War, whence they Pray unto God for the ſending Peace. 
But cannot that God, who ſendeth Peace by putting an end unto 
Wars, preſerve and, prote& in the day of Trouble. If he can, 
to what purpoſe is this Argument urg'd. Again an alteration is 


made in the State of this Aﬀair. The Miniſter gives inftru&tion, 


or rather as a beginner of the Prayer, mentions the Marrer or 
Thing to be prayed for, and the people muſt procced to the mak- 
ing ita formal Prayer, whence ?tis, that whereas the Miniſter in the 
publick Aſſembly ſhould be the Mouth of the people unto God, 
The Miniſter being ſilent, the people altogether with aloud voice, 
a diftrafting Murmurare their own Mouth. Thus, From Forn:- 
cation, and all other deadly Sin, (as it ſome fins were not Mortal, 
but Venial} and from all the Deceits of the Worla, the Fleſh, and 
the Devil, ſo far the Miniſter proceeds, and then make a ſtop, 
from whom the people take it adding Good Lord deliver ws. 
Again, O Lamb of Gad, that taketh away the ſins of the World, ſays 
the Miniſter wi th the greateſt ſeeming fervour and affe&ion, but 
yet inthe midit of the ſentence, his warm affection is ended, and 
the people proceed to ſay, Grant us thy peace O Lord, Again 
they muſt be as they were 27 Statu Quo, and the Miniſter prayes, 
O Lord let thy Mercy be ſhewed onus, to which Petition the people 
either add, their ſence, or Limitation, or Reaſon of the Prayer, 
as we put our Truſt in thee. 

Beſide at ſome one meeting of the Aſſembly, the Pater-Noſter, 
or Lords Prayer is to be repeated Six or Ejght ſeveral times, po 

6 tne 


C 59) 


the Gloria Patri Twelvz, beſide the many Xyrie Eleeſons and 
Chrifte Elcefſons, Lord have mercy on ns, Chrift have mercy upon us, 
the Reſponces, the Yerſicles, &c. Alas how ridiculous would this 
be interpreted by the generality of thoſe who are now Sons of the 
Church, ſhould the Diſſenters have uſ'd ſuch a practice ! 

This Argument receives {trength from what 1'find inſiſted on by 
by ſome of His /4ajeſties Commiſſioners in the Account of all the 
proceedings of the Commiſſioners of both perſivaſions, where 'tis thus 
Argued, Vid. * As we find that the Miniſter is the Mouth of the 
© people to God in publick (which Scripture, and the neceſſity of 
* Order do require,)So we areloath to Countenance the people's 
© Invading of that Sacred Office, ſo far as they ſeem tous to do, 
©By reading half the Pſalms and Hymnes. 2. By ſaying half the 
© Prayers as the Miniſter doth the other half, —- 4. By being the 
© only Petitioners in the far greateſt part of all the Letany by their 
© [Good Lord deliver us] and [We beſeech thee to hear us good 
© Lord. ] While the Miniſter only reciteth the Matter of the 
© Prayer, and maketh none ofthe requeſt at all; we fear leaſt by 
© purity of reaſon, the people will claim the work of preaching 
© and other parts of the Miniſterial Office. 3. And we mentioned; 
© that which all our Ears are witneſles of, that until half the Pſalms 
© and Hymns, &&c. are ſaid by ſuch of the people ascan ſay them, 
© the Murmur of their Voices in moſt Con p_ is ſo unintell- 
© sible and Confuſed,as muſt hinder the Edification of all the reſt ; 
« for, whois edificd by that which he cannot underſtand. This 
you'l find page 29, but in page 60, we have account of the Rule, 
and Order of Prayer, with a full Demonſtration, That the Com- 
mon Prayer \s'not agreeable unto any juſt Rule, or Order. 


© There are (fay they) T wo Rules of Prayer ; One is the Nature 


© of the things Compared ( in Matter and Order) with Nature and 
© Neceſſity; The Other is the Revealed Will of God in his word;in Ge- 
© eral the Holy Scripture, more Eſpecially the Lords Prayer : The 
« Liturgy (for the greateſt part of the Prayers for dayly Uſe) is 
© Confuſed by whichſoever you meaſure it. You ſeem much to ho- 
< nour the Lords Prayer by your frequent Uſe of it (or part of it) 
<we beſeech you diſhonour it not prattically, by denying it by 
© Matter and Order, to be the only Ordinary and Perfect Rule; 
© We know about particular Adminiſtrations, where it is but cer- 
c tain ſele& Requeſts, that we are to put up, ſuited to the part- 
«cular Subje& and Occaſion, - cannot follow the whole _ 
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© thod of the Lords Prayer, which containeth the heads of all the 
© parts, where weare not to zake in all the parts, we j, cannot 
© rake them inthat Order. Butthat none of all your Prayers ſhould 
© be form'd to that perfect Rule ; that your Letany, which is your 
© Compreher;ſiue Prayer, and that the Body of your dayly Prayers, 
© (broken into ſeveral Colle&ts) ſhould not ( as ſet together ) 
© have any conſiderable reſped -unto that Order, nor yet tothe 
© Order, which reaſon and the Nature of the thing requireth 
© (which is obſerved in all things elſe) and yet that you ſhould ſo 
© Admire this, and be fo tcnacious of that which is conceived 
© Prayer, you would call by worſe names than Confuſion, this 
© ſhewcth us the power of prejudice. | i 


By this the Reader may perceive how much the Non-Cinformiſts 
are for a decent Order, and Comely Method in Prayers, but the 
Conformiſt againſt it, and how much the Non-Conformiſt are 
for the right uſe of the Lords Prayer, even when the Confor- 
miſt are not at leaſt practically for it. Whence we may ſee how 
unreaſonable it is to make ſuch a Noiſe and Clamour, as. if the 
Diflenters reze&ed the Lords Prayer, or were againſt its uſe, 
whereasin truth the Diſſcnters are mnch more for the Kight uſe 
af the Lords Prayer, than the Conformilſts are. 


Whoever will underſtand the true State of this Controverhe, 
muſt conſider what the great deſign of the Diſciples in Aſkzag, and 
of Chriſt in granting their Requeſt about Prayer was, the which 
hecan no ſooner with juſt deliberation, and inipartially do, but 
will be ſatisfied, that the thing the Diſciples deſired was to be 
Taught how to Fray, Lord Teach us as John taught his Diſciples 
Hor to. Pray, and they deſire to be taught, not that they preſcribe 
unto Jeſus Chriſt a Method in which he- ſhould teach *em, - for 
that became not Dzſciples, even Scholars, who are to Learn, but 
not to teach. This being the deſire of the Diſciples to be taught 
to pray, not to havea form of V Vords to be Verbally and Sylla- 
bically rehearſed, or repeated, but Rules or Preſidents for the 
direfting *em, how to pray. The anſwering of their Requeſt 
was the Deſign of Chriſt in giving '*em the Lords Prayer, which 
was principally intended for the Dire&on of the Diſciples, wha 
were as Mathew exprefſeth it, Oblig*d by that Command when 
ye Pray, ſay, Our Father, ſo ſay after chat manner, when you 
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pray, or whenever you pray. TheCommand is perpetual, Ob- 
liging at all times of prayer ſo far, as the particalar Occaſions of 
Prayer will admit,every Prayer we make mult be according to this 


Command of Chriſt. 


But will any ſay, That the meaning is, when ever you pray, 
' repeat the very words, and Syllables of the Lords Prayer; Let 
not one Prayer be made without the Repetition of this Prayer. 
If ſo, then, whereas now the Lords Prayer is repeated in the 
Church ſix or cight times ſome Mornings, it ſhould be ſo Twenty 
or Thirty, even at the end of every Colle, or other ſhort 
Prayer. This none will afſert, which is enough to ſhew, that 
none do underſtand the words of Lake, [when you pray ſay] 
to be in this ſenſe, namely, when ever you pray, repeat theſe words 
and Syllables, for none do it, none of the Church of England, nor 

among the Papiſts. The true ſenſe then of thoſe words in Lute 
is more fully given us in /athew, when youpray ſay after this 
manner, that is, The Lords Prayer is given as a Form, a Rule, a 
Dzrettoryof our Prayers, A Rule to be prayed by, which Rule 
is tranſgreſſed by ſuch, who when they pray, will cur their 
Prayers into many ſhreds and pieces. The Lord Chriſts Prayer 
was but One continued Prayer, all its parts moſt admirably con- 
nefted, he did not ſay, Our Father, aud teach his Diſciplesto add, 


Which art in Heaven. 


This is enongh to. evince that the Common Prayer Book is not ac- 
cording to the Rule of Chr:/?, and that although according to the 
Kubricka part of the Lords Prayer is fo frequently rehears?d in 
one Morning, as if the rehearſing ſeveral Pater noſters was ex 
opere Operato ſufficient to procure the pardon of Sin z yet the 
Dizfſenters, who do pray unto him, unto whom they are directed by 
the Lords Prayer, for ſuch things, as are more generally contain*d 
in it, keeping as near as they can to the ſame Method, do not 
only keep more cloſe to the command of Chriſt in Zake, but 
moreover ſet an higher value on the Lords Prayer than theſe Con- 
formiſts, who, by keeping to. the Rubrick, at moſt do make it but 
the end of ſome of their Prayers. | 


But to return from this neceſſary Digreſſion, to what is farther 


iaſiſted on. by the aforeſaid. Commiſſoners,. p. 62. ?Tis _ 
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© But if we may (according tothe Common Prayer Book) begin 
* and end, and ſeem to withdraw again, and make a Prayer of - 
* every Petition or two, and begin every ſuch Petition with God's 
© name, and Chriſt's merits, as making up half the Form, or 
* near ; Nothing is an affetted empty toſſing of God*s name in Prayer, 
© if this be not, we are perſwaded, if you ſhould heara man in a 
© known ex tempore Prayer do thus, it would ſeem ſtrange and 
© harſh even to your ſelves. | 

This being fo, there are ſome among the Difſenters, who con- 
ſidering how jealous God is in matters of his worſhip, how pure, 
and how holy, are afraid to draw near to God in this diſorderly 
and confuſed manner, when they have the opportunity of addreſ- 
ſing themſelves to the Throne of Grace, in a way more agree- 
able to his Holy and moſt Blefſed Will ; When they have a Male 
in their Flock, they are afraid to offer a corrupt thing, leaſt they 
thereby expoſe themſelves to that curſe in Mal. 1, 14. If they 
ſhould make their approaches in this diſorderly manner unto God, 
will he not ſay, offer it now unto thy Governours, will he be pleaſed 


with thee, or accept thy perſon ? 


Argument V. 
In the Abridgment, an Argument againſt the Ceremonies, to 
which thoſe who joyn with the Church of England muſt ſhew 
their approbation is fetch*d from the myſtical ſignificancy of ?em 
thus ; * All humane Ceremonies (ſay they) being appropriated to 
© God's Service, if they be ordain'd to teach any Spiritual Duty 

© by their myſtical dlniication are unlawful. | 
That this Argument may appear in its fuller ſtrength, ?twill be 
requiſite to conſider the nature of Religious Worſhip, as well as a 
Religious Ceremony, and to make ſome enquiry after the power, 
man has giveu him to appropriate Humane Ceremonies to God's wor- 

ID. ' 

" whoever will conſult the Learned of moſt perſwaſions, will 
find *em to agree in the general about the nature of external wor- 
ſhip, anda Ceremony of Religion Dr. Cel, a great afferter 
of the Engliſh Ceremonies in his modeſt and reaſonable examination 
&c. Chap. 6. has very handſomely given theſenſe' of the Church 
of England, in Bellarmine*s words' as neer as an Engliſh Tranfla- 
tion can well be to a Latine Original. Whoever will but com- 
pare 


( 63 ) | 
pare  Bellarmine's 29th. Chapter de eff eftu Sacramentorum, * with 
what Dr. Covel has in his 6 chap. will find the agreement to be al- 
moſt verbatim; Ceremonia (ayes Bellarmine) eſt attus externu Re- 
ligionts, qui non alinnae habect laudem, niſt quia fit ad Dei honorem 
that is, as Covel, without making any mention of his Mater Bel- 
larmize, Tranflates it, ceremonies are all ſuch things 4 are the ex- ' 
ternal Aft of Religion, which have their commendation and allow- 
ance from no other ca' ſe, but only that in God's worſhip, they are 
virtuous furtherances of his honour. Thus Covel, who borroweth 
his explications, as wellas arguments from Bellarmine,, in order 
to the making the ſtronger defence of Engliſh Ceremonies, is ſo 
bold as to take-the whole ſubſtance thereof from him, without 
any|confiderable variation, whereby we may find that the Church 
of England agrees ſo far with the Church of Rome in this matter, 
as tommake a Ceremony of Religion to be. 1. An external Af 
expreſſive of inward worſhip. Ati externus interno reſpondens, 
qui eft qualibet externa attia, que' non aliunde eſt bona, niſi} quia fit 
ad Deum colendum ; T hat is, aFCovel T ranſlates it, the External 
«AT anſwering the internal, which is 0 otherwiſe good or commenda- 
ble than that it vertuouſly ſerveth to the inward worlhip of God, *tis 
an outward fign repreſenting the inward frame of the Spirit, as ?tis 
after God. 2. *Tisalſoavirmmors furtherance of inward Religi- 
on, which is to the honour of God. ; It is apt to ſtir up the dull 
mind of man to the remembrance of his duty to. God, by ſome 
notable. and ſpecial ſigmfication , whereby he might be edfied. 
- Ceremonies of Religion are-means whereby the Gulf mind is ſtir- 
red up tothe remembrance of duty, and whereby the Soul is edifi- 
cd (1. e.) ſtrengthued and confirm'd in grace ; Then is a man edi- 
fied when his graces are ſuſcitated, ſtirred up, ftrengthen'd,. en- 
creas?d or confirm'd. [1 (71) TH ht 
This deſcription of a Religious Ceremony is not only whar Bel. 
larmine and Covel Out of him give us,. but alſo the ſame, to which 
a late Author in his ver at? apon the Difſenters Plea, gives his ap- 
probation. .Page 57. * That ſuch myſtical Ceremonies, or Sym- 
* bolical repreſentations are not ſinfult, (ſayes he).L am fully con- 
© vinc*d, becauſe they arc good for the-uſe of cdifying ; For what- 
£ ſoever is apt to 5zi#971 me, and put me in mind of my duty, and 
*to excite me to perform it > That is certainly fox my ediſication, 
© becauſe to inform, to adzontjh, and excite is to edifie, and that 


6 ſome myſtical Ceremonies are of this nature, is too notorious to 
be 
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be -deny'd. So far the Anſwer ro Melins Inquirendum: 


The ſame is aſſerted in the Diſcourſe that is prefix?d unto the 
Common Prayer, concerning the Service of the Church,, where tis 
expreſt, That the Ceremonies are by ſome notable ſignification,' de- 
ſen'd to ſtir up the dull minds of Men to the Remembrance of their 
Duty. Their uſe isfor the exciting to Duty as well as for inftru- 
Qion. 

This is that they ſay concerning the Nature of a Ceremony, - 
whereby it ſeemeth to ſome very evident, That there isa great 
Difference between a Religious Ceremony, and a neceſſary Cireum- 
ſtance of Religion. The former isa part of External Worſhip, 
the latter but an Appendix, Some Circumſtances, ſuch as time, 
and place, &c. are neceſſary unto, though no parts of Worſhip, 
but an humane Ceremonie, though not neceſſary unto, yet is made 
a part of Worſhip. We cannot worſhip God but in ſome time, 
and in ſome place, but can do ſo withont any of theſe humane fig- 
nificant Ceremonies, which yet are made a part of external Wor- 
ſhip, which is but the expreſſing and ſetting forth of the ternal 
by outward ſigns, by which as by certain outward bodily Sha- 
dows and Colours the Spiritual and Inward Worlhip of God is 
made v:ſible, and ſenſible to others, as the Learned Bradſhaw cx- 
preſſes it. | f 

Much more might be ſaid by way of Explicatjon, but this is 
enough to evince, that a Religious Ceremony is fignificant of thoſe 
s1ward motions oftthe heart that are diretted unto God, and*conſe- 
quently a.part of External Worſhip; and more than a Circum- 
ſtance. Thatthe Ceremonies in Controverſie are of the ſame Na- 


as are neither NVatura/, nor of Divine Inſtitution, but of Mans 
Invention only, By appropriating "em to Gods Worſhip, they mean 
an 


| (65) 
an Ordiningy, or an uſmg themalter a ſolemn and Religious mans 
ner for Spiritual uſes, and ends, not for Civil or Teinporal, but 
as outward Notes and Teſtimonics of thoſe things that make 
us Spiritual, The ordaining or Uſing 'em as ITgnitiant of in- 
ward Grace, and for the ſuſcitating and ſtiring up ittofr graces 
thereby y ons The which is ſuppoſed to be done even when 
the Worſhip may be compleat and exadily agreeable to tne word 
of God without them. — mY 

This appropriating humane Ceremonies to Gods Worſhip is 
not only an Unaccountable adding unto Gods Worihip, but a 
making that a part of Chriſts Religion, which God, never made 
to be ſo, wha is as unlawful in Proreſtarts, as 'tis inthe Pajif?. 
The Papiſts may as lawfully appropriate to Religion a Shaver 
Crown, a Monks habit, Spittle in Baptiſm, Holy Water, and all 
the Miffal Rites (as Bradſhaw has it) as a Proteſtant Magiſtrate can 
make a Smplice, a Cope, a Croſs in Baptiſm, Impoſition of hands 
in Confirmation, Ring in Marriage to be Ornaments of Religion 
and Holy Ceremonies, yea, as Bradſhaw. -* Thoſe that may 
© bringin, without ſpecial Warrant from God, Piping [vid. of 
© the Organ, &c.7] into his Service, might as well bring in Danc- 
©;ng alſo; thoſe that have Authority to joyn to the Sacrament of 
© Baptiſm, the Sign of the Croſs have Authority alſo (no doubt) 
© tozoynto the Sacrament of the Supper, Fleſh, Broth, Butter, or 
© Cheeſe, -and worſe matters than thoſe, if they will [ſeeing they 
are equally capable of ſignificancy, and apt ſor the ſtirring up our 
dull minds to the Remembrance of many a neceſſary duty] Yea, 
« thoſe that have power to make peculiar forms of Religion and 
© VVorſhip, have power to make and invent a Religion of their 


OWN. 
There are two things, on which the Church men do ſeem to 


inſiſt very much. 

1, If the Ceremonies impoſed be in their own Nature indiffe- 
rent, And FD Es 

2.* Such as do teach good Doftrine, they may be lawfully im- 
poſed. Tothis the ON Non-Conformiſts anſwer?d. - | T4 

[. That all things that are in themſelves matter indifferent, 
are zot lawful to be done in Divine Service, tho? the Magiſtrate 
ſhould Command them, the which they judge will be very clear 
to ſach as will but conſider what things are © indeed indifferent, 


© or go under the Name and Title of indifferent things, that the 
| K Magt- 
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© Magiſtrate cannot lawfully command, - nor the people lawfully 
obſerve *em if Commanded. e. g. Eating and Drinking, the 
© avoiding the Superfluities of Nature, Spinning and Carding, 
© Killing of Oxen and Sheep, which of themſelves have in them 
© neither vertue, nor vice, and are therefore indiffcrent Adtions ; 
© and y«t | think (faies Bradſhaw) none except profeſſed Atheiſts, 
© but will hold it a foul Sin to do ſome of theſe' Actions in any 
© Aſſembly, much more in the ſolemn Werſhip of God, though 
* the Mapiſtrate ſhould Command the ſame even upon pain of 
© Death. But if it be further confidered, That Carding and. 
© Diceing, Masking and Dancing, For men to put on Womens 
© Apparel, and VVomen Mens, Drinking to Healths, Ribaldry, 
©Stage-Playesarc things-indifferent to be done upon the Lord?s 
© own day, [at leaſt it was eſteemed ſo when the Book for Plays 
was to be read] may a Miniſter of the Goſpel upon the Magi- 
ſtrates Command do any of thefe in Divine V Vorſhip ?. 

By this we may ſee, That there is not ſo much Innoceacy in 
the meer Indifferencyof an Attion, that it ſhould on that Account | 
be meet enough tobe appropriated to Gods V Vorſhip. ' Neither, 

2. Can the ſignificancy of a Ceremony, or its aptneſs to edifie 
and ſtir up grace, be reaſon enough to appropriate a Ceremony 
to Gods Service, unleſs the playing a Game at Cards may be 
Yawfully introduced into the ſolemn VVorſhip of God. . For 
faysalate Author. a Son of ghe Church of England in his Anſwer 
*o Melius Inquirendum, pag. 7. * The other day as I remember, 
+I ſaw a Pack of Cards, which: according to this Account may 
© very well be calPd a Pack of Sacraments, [that isas a Sacrament 
is Conſidered to: be a Outward and viſible ſign of aninvard and 
© Spiritual Grace) foreach Card had the IMatrer of a Sacrament, 
* that is, an Outward, and Viſible ſign of ſome Inward, and Spiri- 
* tual Grace in the Martyr ['Sir Edmund. Godfrey] (whoſe barba- 
© rous Murder they were deſign*d to repreſent;) and ſure the 
© ingenious Contrivers of thoſe Cards intended ſame effect fron 
them, to excite, to ſtir up, to encreaſe Grace and Devotion 
© by the ſight of them, Y73z. an utter abhorrence of Treaſon, and 
* all Popiſh Principles, which lead to it, and-muſt this poor pack 
© of Cards be condemn'*d tor the Flames for the Ingenuity of the 
Author ? So far our Author, Who ſhould have faid and: may 
not this pack of Cards, ſo like unto other humane ſignificant Ce- 
eemonics, or Saeramentals, be appropriated unto the ſolemn War- 


. ſhip 
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ſhip of God, May not the Miniſter and People in the midſt of fo- 
lemn V Vorſhipapply themſelves to thoſe Cards, ſeeing they in 
their play turning *em frequently over, may be excited to an utter 
«ohorrence of Treaſon, and whether any ſober Divine of the 
Church of Exg/and would ſo far approve of the appropriating this 
indifferent but ſignificant Ceremony, namely this pack of Cards 
to their ſolemn Religious V Vorthip, is not difficult ro determine. 
To return to what Mr. Bradſhaw adds, who ſpeaking oft:e above 
mention'd Ceremonies, ſaies, © There is none of theſe but may 
© have applyed unto them, by the VVit of Man, a Myſtical and 
© Religious Senſe, even the filrhieſt Aftions, and things that are, 
© may teach good. Doctrine. The Holy Ghoſt reſembleth the 
© Soul polluted with Sinto a Menſtruous Cloth, A man fallen again 
\ © into Sin to a Sow wallowing in the Mire - Might therefore a filthy 
© Sow, and ſuch unclean Clothes be brought into the Church, to 
© be viſible Shadows, and repreſentations of ſuch things ? Pray, 
. £ what may not by this means be brought into Gods V Vorſhip, 
© and yet by this reaſon he defended to be a good Ceremony, if 
© fhe Magiftrates and Biſhops ſhould decree the ſame. ——A Mi- - 
Cniſter clothed with ſuch Apparel as thoſe that At the Devils part 
tin a play may teach this, That by Nature we are Limbs of Satan 
© and Fire-brandsof Hell : Bear-baiting may teach us how Chriſt 
' £ was baited before the Tribunals of the Phariſees, or the Com- 
© bate between the Fleſh, and the Spirit. Bur ſhall theſe be ther e- 
fore appropriated to God's Worſhip ? 

Thus, no good Argument may be fetch'd either from the :z- 
differexcy, or ſignificancy of Ceremonies for their lawfulneſs in 
God's worſhip, though commanded by the Magiſtrate. For not- 
withſtanding the utmoſt can be ſaid from either of theſe Toprcks, 
there will not (as Diſſenters think) be enough to ballance what is 
offer*d againſt the lawfulneſs of the Ceremonies, or of a comply- 
ance with ?em in God's Worſhip ;+ On the which I have the ra- 
ther inſiſted, becauſe the hot Sons of the Church, by adheering 
over zealoufly to ſignificant Ceremonies which are conſidered, be- 
cauſe of their being in their own nature indifferent, as very harm- 
leſs, do but open the way to the letting in an over-running flood 
of Popiſh Ceremonies, againſt which the Zealots for Ceremonies 
have nothing to offer, becauſe the Ceremonies they impoſe, are 
in their own nature indifferent and very ſignificant, inſtructive of 
good Dodtrine, ſtirring up the Popes dull minds to their wy, 
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and enjoyned by publick Authority, but of this more in the rea- 
ſons againſt the appropriating humane fignificant Ceremonies to 
the worſhip of God ; The which Pll give the Reader out of the 
429%. voggg; the Authors of which afſert them'to be wlawfull, 
ccauſe ; 
1. © The Second Commandment forbids us to make to our 


© ſelves the likeneſs of any thing whatſoever, for Religious uſe. 
© And ſois this Commandment underſtood by Bucer, Yzrell, Dr. 
© Fulk, and others. | 
2, © Chriſtis the only Teacher of his Church, and appointer of 
© all means, whereby we ſhould be taught, and admoniſhed of 
© any Holy Duty, and whatſoever he hath thought good to teach 
is Church, and the means whereby he hath perfealy ſet down 
in the Holy Scriptures, ſo that to acknowledge any other. means 
© of teaching, and Admoniſhing us of our duty, than ſuch as he 
© hath appointed, is to receive another Teacher into the Church 
© beſides him, and to confeſs ſome imperfetftion in thoſe Means 
© he hath ordained to teach us by. Our Saviour by this Argu- 
© ment (amongſt others). Condemns the Jewiſh purifyings- and 
© and Juſtifieth himſelf and his Diſciples in refuſing that Ceremo- 
© ny, becauſe (being the precept of men) it was taught and uſed 
© asa Dodrine by way of ſignification to teach what inward purt- 
©ty ſhould be in them, and how they ought to be cleanſed from 
« the pollutions of the Heathen. And ſo we find this place inter- 
< preted by Chryſsſto: (whoſe Judgment alſo is alleadged and ap- 
© proved by Dr. Whitaker) the Church of Wittemberge Calvin, 
©/LYrell, Leipperns, Dr. Fulke, Dr. Reinslds and ©thers. This Reaſon 
© we find alleadged by ſuch Divines as have been of chief credit in 
© the Church of Chritt, nameiy. Mr. Calvin, Chemmtius, Lavater. 
© Dr. Fuike, and others. So to them that ſay Images may ſtand 
© in Charches as helps to ſtir up Devotion, and to put Men in re- 
© membrance of good things ; It is anſwered (by.Peter Martyr, 
E Guaiter, Lavater, Urſings, Polanus, and others) that the Lord ' 
© kimſelf hath appointed means enough to do that; and that no 
© mearis may be uſd to that end, but ſuch as he hath Ordained. 
© So the Churches of Fre and Flanders in their Obſervations 
& upon the harmony of Confelfions gives this Reaſon again? all 
* Myſtical Cerermmies, that they are partsof the Holy Dod:ine, 
© and Dr, Andrews alterdgeth this for the firſt Root of all Superſti- 
© tion ang Idolatry, that men thought they would never an 
aQmo- 
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<admonitions and helps enough to ſtir themup to VVorſhip God» 
© yet God(ſaith he) had given four means, viz. "The Word writ-+ 
© ren, the Word Preached, the Sacraments, and the great Book of 
Ethe Creatures. | 
| 3. © Thisgives unto Ceremonies achief part of the Nature of 
© Sacraments, when they are appointed to teack or Admoniſh 
© us by their — This is affirmed and giveu as a reaſon 
© ag 2in{t Significant Ceremonies, by Auguſtine, the Churches of 
© France and Flanders, in their Obſervations upon the harmony of 
© Confeſſions, Calvin, Martyr, Beza, Sadcel, Danens, Leppernsy 
© Polanns, Biſhop Fewel, Dr. Humfry, and otners. 
| 4. © In the time of the Law, (when God ſaw it good to teach 
© his Church by ſignificant Ceremonies) none migh: be brought 
<:Info, or received in the Worſhip of God, but ſuch only as the 
© Lord himielf did inftitute. This reaſon is uſed againſtthe Popith 
© Ceremonies by © a/vin, Junm, Lubbertus, and others. 
| 5. *Itis much lefs lawful for man to brig fignificant Ceremo- 
© nies into Gods Worſhip now, than it was Linder the Law. For 
© God hath abrogated his own, not only thoſe that were ap- 
© pointcd to prefigure Chriſt, but ſ.chalfo as ſerved by their ſig- 
_ © nification to teach moral Duties, ſo as now ( without great Sin) 
© none of them can be continued in the Church, no not for ſignifi 
© cation. Of this Judgment were the Fathers in the Councel of 
© Vice and Auſtin, AMartyr, Builinger, Lavater, Hoſpinian, 
© Piſcator, Cooper, Biſhop Weiſtphaling, and others. 
| © Aidifthoſe Ceremonies that God himſelf ordained to teach 
©his Church by their fignification may not now be uſed, much 
© leſs may thoſe which man hath deviſed. This Reaſon our Di- 
*vines hold to be firong againft Popiſh Ceremonies, namely: 
© Calvin, Bu'linger, Hoſpiniaw, Arcularins, Virell, Dr. Bilſon, 
© Dr. Raino'as, Dr. V'illet, aid others. Tea, this is one main 
© Difference which God hath put between the State of that Church 
© under the Law, 2nd this urider the Goſpel, that he thought good- 
*to teach that by other myſtical! Ceremonies, beſides the ordinary 
© Sacraments, anc not this, And of this Judgment is Calvin, 
© Bullenzer, Chemnitius, Danans, Hoſpimian, Arculzrims, our 
book of F/zziilies, Dr. Fumnfrey, Dr. Rainolds, Dr. VWillet, 
(andothers, All which Divines do teach that to bring inſignificant 
© Ceremonics into the Church of Chriſt is plain Judaiſm. Beſides 
© this, *tis a ſpecial part of that Chrifian Liberty which cn | 
ati 
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© hath purchaſed for us by his death, and that which all Chriſtians 
are bound to ſtand for : that - the Service we are to do unto God 
© now, isnot myſtical; Ceremonial, and Carnal (as it was then) 
© but plain and ſpiritual. And of this Judgment were the Divines 
© within che Territories -of HZamborough) inan Epiſtle they wrote 
© to Melanthon) and Virel, Piſcatorgs Dr. Rainolds, and others. 

6. © This will open a Gap to Images, Oyl, L:iohts, and Spittle, 
© Cream, and all other Popiſh Ceremonies, eſpccially if tkey ſhall be 
© judged as fit to Teach and Admoniſh by their fipnification, as 
© theſe which we retain. And indeed this is a chief Reaſon where- 
© by both Papiſts and Lutherans juſtifie the Uſe of Images ; and 
© whereby Bellarmine commendeth all other their Ceremonies, 
© that they are fit toreach and put men in remembrance of good things, 
© The Popiſh Cuſtome of the Prieſts ſprinkling men with Holy 
© Water, and uſing with all theſe words, Remember thy Baptiſm, 
©(as their manner was in ſome Countries can with no reaſon be 
© held for Unlawful, if ſuch ſignificant Ceremonies as ours are to 
© be defended. With ſuch Reſpetts and Relations, Remembrances 
© and Apprehenſions (ſaith Dr. Fulke ) all Idolatry and falſe Worſhip 
© may be defended. 

7, *VVe are further confirmed in this our Argument by the 
* Judgment ofthe Godly Learned, who, ( belides the Teſtimony 
© they have given to every ſeveral proof we have brought for it ) 
<do alſo ſpeak direaly with us in this General. That no Myſtical 
© and ſienificant Ceremony deviſed by Man, and appropriated to Gods 
© Service may be retained inthe Church of Chrift. Of this judgment 
<is the Church of Wirrenberg, the Churches of France, and the. 
« Low Countries, in their Obſervations upon the Harmony of Con- 
« feffions, Mr. Calvin, Mr. Beza, Mr. Perkins, and others. | Yea, 
« Dr. Whitgift himſelf profefleth, that he did not like that any pre- 
* ſcript Apparel ſhould be uſed in Gods Service for Signification. 
© And no good reaſon can be given why the Church may not as 
< well enjoyn a preſcript Apparel for ſignification, as amy other 
« Ceremony. 

Toall which Ple add one Argumentative Conſideration which 
the Church of England doth afford us, which is given in their Diſ- 
courſe of Ceremonies before the Common- Prayer-Book, asa reaſon 
why they did put away any of thoſe many Ceremonies, with 
which the Church was burthen'd, which reaſon is diſtin& from 
that of their Jfurzrnudes, and *tis taken from their ſtgnificancy, 

and 
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and the likeneſs they had with thoſe in uſe among the Fewes, on 
which account they were not ſuited to the Goſpel Diſpenſation; 
Afrer mention is made of the great exceſs and Mvltitude of Cere- 
monies in the dayes of Popery, they add, © And beſides this, 
©Chrift's Goſpel is not a Ceremonial Law (as much of Moſes Law 
© was) but it is a Religion to ſerve God not in Bondage of the F;- 
& oure, [_i. E. ſignificant Ceremony] or Shadow, but in the Free- 
6 dom of the Spirit. As if it had been ſaid a great part of Goſpel 
Liberty confiſts in being freed: from thoſe ſignificant Cere- 
monies, which are not zow of Gods appointiaent, Theſe words 
do ſeem to ſuggeſt that one reaſon of the aboliſhing the ſignificant 
Ceremonies of the Papiſts was becauſe they being ſignificant, 
were ſo like unto the Jewiſh Service, and ſodifferent from the 
Goſpel State, and ſuch as have been ſo much abus'd to Superſtiti- 
on, that 'twas not. eafie to retain the Ceremony, and abandon 
the Superſtition: oy 
This being the Senſe of the Church of England, ſeeing the 
+ Ceremonies retained are of the ſame ſignificant, or Jewiſh Na- 
" ture, with thoſe aboliſhed; that have been as much abus?d ro Su- 
perſtition, as others, and have no other Foundation than Mans 
V Vit and VVill for their ſupport, why were not theſe, that are 
left, rejeded for the ſame reaſon, thoſe ill retained by the Papiſts 
have been. If you'l argue from the ſignificancy, the likeneſs 
that is between Popiſh Ceremonies, and the Jewiſh; and there- 
fore reje& 'em, ſecing the Engliſh are of the ſame kind, is notthe 
Argument-as ſtrong againſt them. Is not a Surplice as like the 
Jewiſh Garment, as ſome of the Popiſh Rights are to the Jewiſh 
Ceremonies; why then ſhall the one be aboliſhed,- becanſe of 
that likeneſs, and the other kept, or, if their being abu? to ſi- 
perſtition, and the Difficulty of ſeparating the Superſtitious abuſe 
from the uſcing *em be ſufficient to aboliſh the Rites of Salt, and 
Spittle, Lights, &c. why not as ſufficient for the aboliſhing the 
Surplice, the Sign of the Croſs in Baptiſm, Kneeling at the Lords 
Supper, Bowing at the name of Jeſus : Have notall theſe been as 
much abus?d to Superſtition, and ſtill are as any of the reſt, eſpect- 
ally conſidering what Diviſions they have made inthe Church, 
why not then aboliſh*d ? Or if it be a fin to conform tothe Popiſh 
Rites, How a Duty to Conform to theſe that of the ſame kind with 
em? Or, if theſe without Sin' may be appropriated to Gods 
V.Vorſhip by Proteſtants, which may not the Papiſts, voy 
| ave 
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have Authority by their Impoſitions, impoſe ?em on the people as 
in France, &c-.:and appropriate *em to God's V Vorſhip ? 
Methinks Mr. Greenham exprefſeth himſelf very full on this 
particular in his Anſwer unto the Biſhops of Ely, as 'tis in the Re» 
giſter. *If your V Viſdom think (ſays he) that | deceive my ſelf 
© in my Suppoſition, for that in Lxtheraniſm more and worſe abu- 
© ſes be maintained, I anſwer, (that Conſubſtantiation excepted) 
© they be all eju/demr generis of the like kind. [This he ſpeaks of 
the Ceremonies of the Lutherans, who keep up Images, compa- 
ring *em with our Ceremonies] ſceing they are not retained a! 
© Caltum Det, to the VVorſhip of God, but as they ſay, Ad 
© Adificationem, Decorum, et Ordinem Eccleſia to Edification, &c. 
© and differ only from us ſecundum Majus, & Minus, as great 
© things and-leſs, Therefore as more and worſe Ceremonies are 
© leſs to be tolerated, ſo no more are the fewer, or leſſer evils to 
© be allowed, andas you and other good men have great Conſci- 
© ences in the Multitude of Ceremonies I beſecch you to think, 
© that I, and others may have ſome Conſciences in the fewer 
© fort, when they be of the /ike nature with others. 
Seeing what has been ſaid doth ſufficiently prove the unlawful- 
neſs of the Ceremonies in the judgment of many a Diflenter, they 
are afraid to Comply with (or joyn with any in) the uſe of thoſe 
Ceremonies. They are fully convinc'd, they ſhould fin if they 
did, the which they durſtnot do, leaſt they provoke God to jea-. 
louſie. : ; | 
Thereare in the V Vritings of the Old Non-Conformiſts ſuch a 
multitude of weighty Arguments againſt the .Lawfulneſs of the 
Ceremonies, &c. that a giving the Reader all would takeup a 
very large Volume, but *tisnot my buſineſs to inſiſt on all that 
may be offer'd, Ple therefore cloſe with this one Argument. 


Argument VI. 


Notwithſtanding the great Cry that has been made about the 
Antiquity of the Engliſh Service, and' the reaſonableneſs of con- 
forming unto it, for that reaſon, ſome Diflenters refuſe co joyn 
inthe ufe of it, becauſe ſuch a practice is not aprecable to the 
beſt Antiquity. 

They think that the Apoſtles were beſt acquainted with the 


Mind and VVit of Jeſus Chriſt, and that the Primitive 7 nA 
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ftians in the Firft, Second and Third Centuries kept more exaatly 
to the Rule of Chriſt than thoſe, who lived in the Fourth, Fifth, 
Sixth, or Seventh, &c. whence the Antiquity the Difſenter pleads 
for is that which is moſt Ancient, and moſt pure, unto which pat- 
tern ſuch as will aimata thorough Reformation, muſt attempt the 
reducing all things in matters of Religion. 

*Tis generally agreed by all Proteſtants, that in the Apoſtolical 
and moſt Primitive Dayes of the Goſpel all things were moſt cx- 
attly conformed to the V Vill of our Lord Jeſus Chrift,and that the 
nearer any keep to his Rule, the better. A Deviating from the 
Primitive prattice has been but the beginning of all thoſe many 
corruptions that have infeſted the Church of Chriſt. | 

Secing this is a truth acknowledged by moſt, let us enquire af- 
ter the Antiquity of ſuch Liturgies as this in uſe among us, and 
after the :ime when Liturgies were firſt impoſed, and from whom 
and when the preſent Exglsſh Liturgy had its riſe. 

1, From what has. been already ſuggeſted, *tis manifeſt That 
there were no ſtinted Liturgies smpos'd on any Paſtors of particular 
Churches, the Firſt Four Hundred years after Chriſt. The which 
may be be further confirm?d out of what Dr. Barnet in the Second 
part of the Hiſtory of the Refermation doth acknowledge, who, 
ſpeaking of Liturgies, doth ſay, © That they were not made the 
© Subjett of ,any publick Conſultation till St. _— timez when 
© in their Dealings with Hereticks, they found they took advan- 
© tages from ſome of the Prayers, that were in ſome Churches. 
© Upon this, he tells us, it was order'd, that there ſhould be xo 
© Prayers uſed in the Church, 'but upon common Advice. Aﬀter 
© that the Litzrgie came to be more carefully confidered. Formerly 
© the Worſhip of God was a pure, and ſimple thing, and fo it conti- 
© nued till Superſtition had ſo infeted the Church, that thoſe 
© Formes were thought too naked, unleſs they were put under 
© more Artificial Rules, and dreſſed up with much Ceremony, &c. 
So far Dr. Burnet. 

About this time, which was in the Fourth Cemury St, Ambroſe 
compos'd his Ser vice Book, which was the firſt that gained any 
confiderable Reputation in the V Vorld. The Spurious Liturgiesg 
that are aſcribed unto the Apoſtles are ſuch, as have enough in *em 
to convince the Reader, that they were not ſo ancient as is pre- 
tended. Aﬀeer this time the Paſtors, or Biſhops of Churcheg 


were Very buſie in compoſing Prayers, in making Additions to 
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what was done by ſuch as went before ?em. But no Liturgie as 
yet impos?d on any Churches, Every Paſtor, tho? he communi- 
cated the prayers he had compoſed for his own uſe unto others - 
(The which he did only for the ſatisfa&tion of his Brethren that 
they might be affur'd, there was nothing of Error in 'em) yet 
noue impos?d. *Tis very probable that St. Ambroſe*s Liturgie 
in Divers places finding Acceptance was much in uſe: But *tis moſt 
certain, that until Pope Adrtanthe firſt, who liv*d in the Eighth 
Century there was no general Impoſition of any Liturgie. 

In Petries Church Hiſtory 'tis ſtoryed. * That about the later 
* end of the Eighth Century, there was a great contention for re- 
© ceiving the 17aſs of Pope Gregory into the Churches, firſt by Au- 
* thority of Pope Adrian, and then of Charles the Great ; ſome 
* Churches had one Directory, and ſome another, who would not 
© change, V Vhen the Pope ſaw ſo great Tp (and it may be 
© underſtood, that it was not ſmall, when the Pope was put to 
© ſuch a ſhift) he ſaid he would refer it to the VVill of God, 
© whither he would by any viſible ſign approve the Maſs of Grego- 


. © ry, or Ambroſe : ſo theſe two. Books were laid together upon the 


© Altar in St. Peters Church, and he cal'd upon God which of 
© the Two he approved. The Doors were ſhut all Night, and- 
© the next Morning, when they were return'd into the Church, 
© the Book of Ambroſe was found lying as it was laid down, and 
© the other wasall torn and diſperſed through the Church. The 
© Pope maketh the Comment (if we will believe Facob de Voragine 
©in Vita Gregorij) That the Maſs of Ambroſe ſhould be un- 
© touch'd, and the aſs of Gregory ſhould be uſed through the 
© VVorld, and fo he did Authorize and Command that it ſhould 
© be uſed in all Churches, and Chappels. But many did expound 
© that ſign the contrary way, and would not receive it, till 
© Charles did command all Biſhops and Priefts to uſe it through 
© his Dominions, he cauſed the Maſs of Ambroſe to be burned and. 
© threw many Prieſts into Priſon, who refuſed to accept the new 
© Maſs [or Fope Gregories Liturgy] The Church of Millaine 
© would not change. Walifred Strabo (who lived about the 
C year 900) teſtifieth in his Book de Exordijs rerum cap. 25, That 
© in his time the Roman Maſs was not univerſally in all Churches, 
© but almoſt (faith he) in all the Churches of the Latines, and no 
© Benedittine Monks did read it, &c. Thus Adrian the Pope, 
and Charles the Emperous were the firſt hot Zealots for Gregories 

Liturgy, 
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Liturgy, who were much more fond of it, than Gregory himfet 


was, for Gregory did as much deteſt the Vnzverſal Jmpoſition, as 


be did zealouſly reze& the Title of an Vniverſal Biſhip, whence 
he was not fond of impoſing it on ns-in England, 


*Tis very certain that the Chriſtian Religion did many an hun- 
dred years flouriſh in this Kingdom before *twas troubled with a 
Romiſh Liturgie, which came not hither till about the year 600, 
and then rejected by the Britiſh Chriſtians, who ſeverely 
ſuffer'd for their refuſing tocomply with the prelatick Impoſitions 
of that proud Monk Axſtine, who, ſtirringup the King of Kent 
to fightagainſt the Chriſtians, thereby to bring %em, if poſſible, 
toa complyance with his Ceremonies, was the cauſe of the De- 
ſtruQion of. above a Thouſand Godly Monks, beſides the many 
others who were cruelly ſlain at that time. The which Auſ#iz 
moſt wretchedly did, tho' he never receiv'd any ſuch advice from 
Gregory. EE, 

An account of Pope Gregories Moderation we have in Dr: 
Burnet, who gives us alſo a ſhort Hiſtory of the Riſe and Progreſs 
of Ceremonies thus. * Gregorythe Great was the firſt, that took 
© much care to make the Church Muſick very regular, and he did 
© alſo put the Liturgies in another Method, than had been former- 
<lyuſed. Yet he had no ſuch fondneſs of his own Compoſures. But 
<left it to Auſtine the Monk, whom he ſent over into Exgland, 
© when he conſulted him in it, either to uſe the Roman, or 
© the French Rituals, or any other, as he ſhould find they were 
© moſt likely to edifie the people. [But] After this there were 
© oreat variations ; for as any Prelate came to be Canonized, or 
< held in high eſteem by the people ; ſome private Colletts, or 
«  veivigr Forms, that he had uſed, were practiſed in his, or per- 
© haps as his Fame, ſpread in the Neighbouring Dioceſs. 


Thus the Liturgie as it's firſt r;ſe was in Auſtine?s time, or 


thereabout, which was occaſioned by the Errors that thendid 


infeſt the Churches, at which time the Miniſters would vent their 


Errors in their very Prayers, even ſo by degrees it received re- 
markable Additions,ſome part brought in at onetime, and ſome at 
another. So ſays Dr. Burnet. ©In every Age there were mota- 
© ble Additions made, and all Writers allmoſt in the Eighth and 
© Ninth Centuries employed their Fancies to find out Myſtical Sig- 
© mifications, for every Rite, that was thenufedz and fo as a new 


© Rite was added, it was no hard matter to add ſome Myſtery to 
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© it. Thishad made the Office ſwell out of meaſure, and there 
© was a great varicty of them, 24:ſſals, Breviaries, Rituals, Pon- 
© rificals, Portoiſes, Pies, Graduals, Antiphorals, Pſalteries,, 
© Hours, anda great many more. 

Out oftheſe was the Engliſh Service taken, which as it had no 
higher Riſe than that of Gregorie's or at moſt Ambroſe's Liturgy, 
in like manner it was a Compoſition of time, the Remaining parts 
having different Fathers, ſome hundred. years younger than the 
Apoſtles, bil | 

This Ple evince particularly out of Bellarmine, who (as his 
Intereſt prompted him) made diligent ſearch after the Antiquity 
of the ſeveral parts of the Romiſh Service. Book. ; 

1. The Verſicle, Glory to the Father, and to the Son, and to 
the Holy Ghoſt was as Alcains thought Compoſed by St. Hierome 
at the requeſt of Pope Damaſus, But as Walfrid Strabo, *twas 
compoſed by the Nycere Conncil ſometime before Hierome, it may 
be to thew their Deteſtation to the Arrian Hereſie, which was 
ſome hundred years after Chriſt. | | | 

2. The Kyrie Eleifon (i. ec.) Lord have mercy on as, is fooliſh- 
ly fuppoſed to be us'd ever ſince the Apoſtles days,. becauſe 'tis 
found in St. Fames's feigned Liturgy, but Bellarmine cannot ſay: 
that*twas us'd in the Roman Liturgy T'wo Hundred years before 
Gregory the Great who liv*d about the year 600. 

3. Dominus YVobiſcum, or the Lord be with you, An ancient Sa- 
lutation, us'd by Believers in the Old Teſtament times, about 
which Perrus Damianus wrote a Book with this Title, Dominus 
vobiſcum, Tho? this was an ancient Salutation in uſe among old- 
Believers, when they met one another, yet we have no evidence, 
that *ewas brought into the Liturgie as a part of ſolemn and ſet 
Worſhip until the firſt Council at Bracca, Can, 21. enjoyn'd 
it the Biſhops and Prieſts. | 

4. The Collefts, which were the ſhort Prayers of ſeveral Popes 
and others Cannoniz'd for Saints, were brought into the Liturgy 
by Pope Gregory almoſt 600 years after Chriſt. 

5. The Te Deum Laudamus, or that Hymn which begins 
thus. Wepraiſe thee O God, tho' it be not found in the Sacred 
Scriptures, yet 'twas (faith Bellarmine) given the Church by 1n- 
ſpiration at the Baptiſm of St. Auſtine, at which time St. Ambroſe 
and St. Auſtine did extempore, and alternately to the Aſtoniſhment 
of the people fing this Hymne, as Dacins Epiſcopus HMediolanenſis 
reports. X 6. After - 
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6. After the Leſſons, the Reſponſes, which are ſo call'd, faies 
Rabanus, becauſe one who begins is anſwer'd by the reſt, were 
firſt invented by the Traltan Churches, was not within ſeveral hun- 
dred years after Chriſt. 

By theſe Intimations concerning the Antiquity of ſome parts of 
the Engliſh Service 'tis evident, T hat as all ſtinted Liturgjes com- 
pared with the moſt primitive pradtices are zew, ſo our Liturgie, 
which was taken out of Gregories, A. Liturgie not ſo ancient, as 
that of Ambroſe, and which in proceſs of time was ftrangely 
alter*d is much more zew, unto which the Difſenters cannot firmly 
adhere, if they will as they think they ought, make the oft 
Primitive Pratticethe pattern and Rule of theirs. 

What need any other Impoſitions on the Miniſters of the Go- 
ſpel, or on the people ow, than were on *em the firſt 300 years ? 
And why ſhall we be wiſer than our firſt Fore-Fathers? Is it nota 
duty to have a juſt reſpe& to Antiquity? Why not then to thatAnti- 
quity that comes neareſt unto the Apoſtlesdays?- Whatever ſome 

-may think, there are many among the Diſſenters, who are fully 
perſwaded that untill all things in Religion be reduc?d to the an- 
cient:Conftitution eſtabliſhed by the Lord Chriſt, and his Apoſcles, 
adher*d unto by thoſe who for ſome hundred years followed %em,, 
the Church of God will never flouriſh. 

This is the Rule they muſt walk by, &c..or Sin againſt God, 
to avoid which Sin, they refuſe to joyn with the Church of Eng- 
land in her Liturgic, that is ſo befide.the practice of the Primitive 
Chriſtians. 

Let theſe few of the many Arguments, which the Diſſenters. 
have offered againſt the /awf#lneſs of the Engliſh Liturgy ſatisfie the 
Reader, On this .l have the more fully inſiſted to he tnd thoſe 
Sober Conformiſts, who it may be have not conſidered the/Reaſons 
why the Difſenters caunot conform to the Engliſh Liturgie may. 
ſce thas *tis not FHonnour, 'nor Fancy, but Gnſcience, that is the 

round of their: Non-Conformity. 

Pm very Confident, that a great part of the Diffenters (I ſpeak 
not of all becauſe 1 know 'em not) would with all their Hearts 
Conform to all is requir'd of 'em by the Church of England, . 
could they do it with a ſafe Conſcience, and ſurely, ſuch among _ 
the Conformiſts, who will conſider theſe Reaſonings of the Dif- 
ſenters, and who do not meaſure the Conſciences of other Men 


by the Light and. Latitude of their own, cannot but conclude, 
| 'T nat 
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that there are ſome Nonconformiſts who canit with a ſafe conſcience 
conform, but ſhould they do it, *twould be againſt the plain convice 
tions of conſciences. 

As *tis not humour nor fancy that occaſions. their Difſent from 
the Church, ſo "tis more than meer ſcruple of conſcience. Theſe 
Difſenters are under ſtrong convittzons of Conſcience, that they 
fin, if they conform; This is certainly the caſe of many, who 
are as fully perſwaded, that the Conformiſtsdo err, as the Confor- 
mift can be that they do fo. : | 

This being their caſe, the queſtion is, whether notwithftanding 
theſe plain convittions of Conſcience, they muſt conform, and att 
contrary to their convittions? Whether they may ſafely ſin againſt 
God, tothe end they may render the Obedience required by man ? It 
hath been heretofore afſerted by-all ſorts of Chriſtians, whether 
' Proteſtant or Papiſt. 1. That God muſt be obeyed rather than man ; 
And, 2. That no authority is ſufficient to oblige any to aft contraryto 
' theplain conviflions of Conſcience, Yea Medina himſelf doth af- 
'ſert, that a man muſt rather obey an erroeo Conſcience, than the 
- command of any Prelate, that is contradiftory thereunto. 
Suppoſing theſe Difſenters do err, yet they muſt not a&t contra- 
: ry unto.an erroneous Conſcience,the whole that can wg” delir'd 

is, that they uſeall regular means to depoſe and ſhake off the er-. 
\ror of Conſcience, which muſt be done by a fincere ſeeking God 
for more light, that they may come to the knowledge of the 
truth, and by a diligent and impartial enquiry into the true State 
: of the controverſie ; Moreover, there muſt be if poſſible, a con- 
ſulting the writings of the Learned on both ſides, or a converfing 
- with *em, with a readyneſsto weigh all things with deliberation, 
and a reſolution to embrace the truth, where ever *tis found ; But 
if after all their old convidtions are rather ſtrengthned than other- 
wife, they muſt heyare they a& not contrary to their Conſcience. 
They muſt not refign up their reaſon, their Conſcience, nor their 
Religion unto the pleaſure of the greateſt Potentate on Earth. 
Thi I take to be the Dodtrine of all ſound Proteſtants of the Church 
of England, yea l can, when there ſhall be an occaſion, prove it 
to be ſo by a ColleQion of the ſeveral Arguments of the Learned 
Drs. of the Church, which they have urg'd for the confirmation 
of this truth, inthe oppoſition they make to the blind obedience of 
the Papift, Whence Linferr. | | 

That theſe Difſenters in refuſing to joyn with the Church of E "g- 
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land inthe Liturgy, do but diſcharge their duty unto God, Their 
not joyning with the Church is not the ſin of Schiſm; Schiſm is 
aſſerted by Proteſtants to be acauſeſs ſeparation, whence if there 
be a cauſe why they ſeparate, *tis not cauſeleſs,- and can 
there be a better cauſe than the avoiding ſin? They ſeparate, be- 
cauſe they ſhould fin if they did not ſeparate. 

But though this be enough to clear the Difſenter, who is fully 
convinc'd of the unlawfulneſs of thoſe Termes of Communion that 
are impoſed on the people, yet tis not enough to juſtifie the ſepa- 
ration of thoſe, who do not only think it lawfull, but expedzent to » 
joyn with the Church of Ezgland in their Prayers and Ceremonies, 
&c. whoif they will ſeparate from the Church of England, and 
juſtifie their ſeparation, my muſt argue from other Topicks, for 
certainly the peace of the Church, and the authority of the Magi- 
ſtrate, cannot but engage a people to do what is both lawfull and 
expedient. | 

Theſe therefore (I think) deny, that they ſeparate from the | 
Communion of the. Church, Although they worſhip: God in - 
Meetings, locally diſtant from the Pariſh Church, yet their Meet- 
ings are but as Chappels of Eafe, and the Preachers but. as Cu- 
rates to the Pariſh Churches. 

Thatthe Epiſcopal Party may effettually demonſtrate a Religi- 
ous Aſſembly locally diſtant from the Pariſh Church to be Schiſma--.- - 
tical, they muſt prove. 

I. That the people of this Aſſembly were once attually Members of 
the Pariſh Churches. 

2. Thattheſe people do m— ſeparate themſelves fromthe ex- - 
ternal Communion of their Pariſh Churches. 

3. That their ſeparation #5 cauſleſs; 

Firſt, They muſt prove, that the people -of this Aſſembly, that - 
zs locally diſtant from the PariſhChurch, were once Members of the 
Pariſh Church, that they were under an obligation of holding ex= 
ternal Communion with their Pariſhes. 

1. All External Communion'maſt be in Pariſh Aſſemblys, orſin- 
ele Congregational Churches ; For a Dioceſan, Provincial or Na- 
tional Aſſembly of all the Members of thoſe Societies for Exter- 
nal Communion, is, on the account of the multitude of the peo- 
ple, impoſſible, ?ris impoſſible they ſhould. meet in one and the 
ſame Aſſembly, and hold'Communion with each other in Prayers, 


inthe Word, and in the Sacrament 3 Their External Communion 
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in Prayers, &c. muſt be in lefſer Aſſemblies , . or not at all. 
2. Thoſe who are under any Obligations of holding external 
Communion with this, or the other Pariſh muſt be Members of 
this or the other Pariſh Church, Such as are not Members of 
this or the other Pariſh Church, cannot be faid to ſeparate from it, 
tho? they meet in places locally diftant, becauſe they not being 
Members of the Pariſh Church, are not under any Obligation of 
holding external Communion with har Pariſh, 4 an (ſaies 
Dr. Stilling fleet) ts not ſaid to ſeparate from every Church, where he 
forbears or ceaſes to have Communion, but only from that Church 
with which he us obliged to hold Communion, and yet withdraws from 
z7t, | This ſufficiently evinces, That unleſs the Conformiſts can 

rove that the Difſenters were oblig*d to hold Communion, as 
Members of the Pariſh Churches, they.cannot prove a Separation. 
To ſeparate from a Church doth ſuppoſe, that perſon to have 
been once of that Church. 

But the Quarie is, how the Conformiſts will prove all the 
Diſſenters to be Members of ſome particular Pariſh Church ? 
Will they ſay that they were all made Members of ſome particu- 
lar Pariſh Church by their Baptiſme ? That cannot be, becauſe 
by Baptiſm we are only made Members of the Catholick Church. 
Doth our being born Engliſh Men, and our Inhabiting in ſuch a 
Pariſh make us Members of the Pariſh Church ? 'No, for there 
are no Grounds in Scripture for this, Our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, nor 
his Apoſtles did not leave any Intimations concerning ſucha Rule, 
neither can any precept, but what is fetch from God's word, 
faſten any ſuch Obligation on the Conſcience, that whoever lives 
within ſuch a precin& muſt be a Member of ſuch a Church, How 
then muſt it be? The Anſwer of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles, and the Primitive Chriſtians for the firſt 300 years, 
and of moſt Proteſtants, is full for this, which is, That it muſt be 
by the peoples conſent. For as the people are inveſted with a Right 
to choſe their own Paſtor and the Church with which they would 
hold Communion. Evenſo they cannot be Members nor under 
any Obligation of holding Ordinary Communion' with: this, or 
the other particular Charch without their own conſent. Conſent 
is-as abſolutely ncceffary to the conſtituting a particular Pariſh 
Church, as a National, which conſent may be diſcovered not only 


' Expreſly, but alſo implicitly, which is when a people do ordinari- 
ly joyn with fome particular Church in all Ordinances, as many 
| | | Part- 
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Pariſhioners, who, by their Ordinary holding Communion with 
the Pariſh Church in all Ordinances, do pratt:cally, and interpre- 
tatively (though not expreſly) diſcover their conſent to be of 
that Church, whereby ( I think ) they are under an Obligation 
to conſtant Comm union with that Pariſh Church ſo long as they 
find it lawful : Tho? theſe may Occaſionally hold Communion elfe- 
where, yet their ordinary, and conſtant Communion muſt be 
with their Pariſh Church. For which reaſon, if they do ordina- 
rily forbear, or ceaſe to have Communion with their Pariſh- 
Church, it may be juſtly ſaid, that they do ſeparate from it. 

But there are many an Inhabitant in moſt Pariſhes, who, as 
they were not made Members of the Pariſh Church by Baptiſm, 
nor can be by meer Cohabitation, even fo they never were by their 
own Conſent, either expreſly, or interpretatively. They never held 
Communion with the Church of Exglandin all Ordinances, were 
never confirm'd by the Biſhops, nor ever did participate of the 
Lord's Supper, and thereforel think it cannot be truly ſaid, That 
they Separate. How can they ceaſe that Communion which they 
never had ? For which reaſon to prove theſe Schiſmatical Sepa- 
ratiſts, who never ſeparated fromthe Church, ſeems an Impoſli- 
bility. Surely their exerciſe of that Righr, and Power, with 
which they are inveſted as Chriſtians in choſing their own Pator, 
cannot be an Att Schiſmatical. | 

By this *tis manifeſt, That thoſe who never expreſly nor im- 
plicitly conſenting to hold communion with any Pariſh-Church in 
all Ordinances were never actually obliged to hold Communion 
with ſuch particular Pariſhes, and conſequently their forbearing 
ſuch Communion or their Aſſembling in places diſtant from the 
Pariſh Church canuot be a Separation, and if not a Separation, 
it cannot be a Schiſm. 

Thus the Reader may eaſily perceive how neceſſary ?tis, that 
the Conformiſts prove, that thoſe Diſſenters, who now meet 
in Aſſemblies locally diſtant from the Pariſh Churches, were once 
Members and under an Obligation of holding external Commu- 
nion with the Pariſh Churches, 'if they will prove *em Separa- 
rtifs, Furthermore they muſt prove. 

2. That this people do qrdinarily Separate themſelves. from the 
external Communion of their Pariſh Church. For ſeeing the Sin of 
Schiſm conſiſts in cauſeleſs Separation, there muſt be a Separation, 


or there can- be no canſeleſs Separation, (that is} there can be no 
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Schiſm, bat how the Conformift can prove a Separation any 
otherwiſe than by inſiſting on the people?s, not holding Communt- 
on in the ſame manner, or ſameplace with the Church , is difficult 
to ſuppoſe. And if they take either of their ways without the 
Addition of ſome other Conſideration, they mult either make 
many of their own Meetings Separate, which are in places local 
ly diſtant from the Pariſh Church, where their Modes of Admi- 
niſtration. are different, or clear many Difſenters from the Re-. 
proach of Separation, what do they think of ſuch Meetings in 
which the Common Prayer is read, are they Separate and Schiſ- 
matical ? But after they have prov*d both theſe, they cannot prove 
all Diſſenters Schifmatical, unlefs they canalfo evince. 

3. That the Separation is Cauſeleſs and Sinful, But how they 
can prove that thoſe who, if they ſeparate, do ſo-on no other Ac- 
count, .thau that they may forſake Sinis a point worthy of Conſi- 
deration. [7 

If there be any ſinful Impoſition made the term of Communion, 
"tis ſufficient to juſtifie the Separation of thoſe, who withdraw 
themſelves from the external Communion. of that:. Church. If 
a Church that is ſound in the Dodrine of Religion, though. it de- 
teſts an Idolatrous Worſhip, yet if it make the leaſt Sin the 
Term of Communion,. whereby the people cannnot have Com- 
munion with that Church but by a. deliberate committing that 
Sin, Separation from the Communion of this Church is juſtifiable. 
For whatever ſome may ſuggeſt, we muſt not commit the leaſt 
Sin that good may come thereof. | 

To-inſitthen ſo much on the Peace and Unity of the Church; 
as if it werea Good for the Obtaining which we might venture 
on a little Sin, is a Notion of a very dangerous Tendency, piv-- 
ing too great Countenance to a Dodtrine of the Papiſts, whereby 
tliey juſtifie all their Villanies. A Lz#tle evil (ſay they) may be 
done for the Obtaining a.great Good,for inſtance. The Salvation of 
the many Souls in Three Kingdoms is a great, a very great Good, 
the Killing One, Two, or Three Hereticks. in order thereunto, 
at moſt is but a little evil which may be done for fo greata-good.. 
Moreover this juſtifies all their Offc:ous Lying and Equivocating, 
they tell a Lye that ſome great good may: come thereof, But this 
is ſo contrary to the pure Nature of a Holy God, and- his Holy, 
Good, and Juſt Command, that whoever will indulge himſelf 
ina pradtical- embraceing ſuch. a Notion, doth but prepare the- 
greater Damnation for his own Soul. God: 
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God isa great God, and the leaſt Sin being an Offence to his 
Dread Majeſty, cannot knowingly with deliberation and al- 
lowance be committed, but the perſon that does it, expoſeth him- 
ſelf to Divine Indignation ; who ever breaketh the leaſt of theſe 

Commands, ſays Chriſt. Matth. 5. 19. is in danger of looſing 
eaven, for, though a man keep the whole Law, and yet offend 
in one point, he is guilty of all. Fames 2. 10. We muſt not ſpeak. 
nor att wickedly for God, he. is not glorified by Manslye, and 
therefore Wo unto them that will do evil that good may come thereof. 
Rom. 3.3. If theleaſt fin be made the Term of Communion, no 
Confidcration of Peace and Unity, or of Obedience to the Magt- 
ſtrate can excuſe thoſe from guilt, that will venture on that fin. 
Whence ?tis evident, | 

That all thoſe who by the Reaſons inſiſted on in this Treatiſe 
are fully convinc'd, That ſomewhat ſinful is impoſed as aTerm of 
Communion with the Church of England, they do but diſcharge their 
Duty, and keep a good Conſcience in ſeparating, and yet by ſe- 
paration do not accuſe the Church, as if ſhe had been no true 
Church, or as if Salvation could not by others be had init. A 
Church that js ſound in the Faith, that ?tis a true Church ina 
T heological Senſe, being lyable to Error, may, even while Sound 
in the great things of Religion, impoſe ſome Error, asa Term of 
Communion, from which thoſe, who are convinc'd of the Sin, 
muſt ſeparate. A ſound Church in the great things, may err in 
lefler matters, and may Impoſe Aﬀent and Conſent unto that Ex- 
ror, as a Term of Communion, with the which theſe Difſenters 
durſt not comply, but ſeeing they cannot have Communion on 
eaſier Terms, muſt ſeparate. 

There is a great Difference between the Errors or Corruptions 
of a Church which are made Terms of Communion, and thoſe 
which are ot, ?Tis not to be queſtion*d, but that a man may: 
joyn with a Church that is leſs pure than another, even with a 
Church that hath ſeveral Spots init (or he muſt joyn with none) 
and may be under an Obligation of continuing with that Church, 
although he may go elſewhere and be better edifyed, otherwiſe 
there being variety. of Gifts, thoſe who are more eminent than 
the reſt among the Miniſtery, muſt have moſt of the people 
round, when other honeſt, though not ſo able ; Preachers have 
few, ornone. However if they make the leaſt Spot, or Impurity 

.a Term of Communion, he dares not comply. As long as he may 
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may continue Communion without being made a partaker of the 
impurities, (as in many inſtances he may ) he muſt' not ſeparate, 
but when they impoſe their corruptions as Termes of Communion, 
ſo that ke cannot have Communion but by complying with the 
corruption, he muſt not ſin for the fake of Communion, nor on 


any other confideration whatſoever. 

' But ſeeing they cannot hold Communion with the: Pariſh-Chur- 
 ches; The next great quzrie-is, what they muſt do, whether live 
without ſome Ordinances all the dayes of their Life, or Aſſemble 
themſclues together for Communion in all Ordinances, in ſuch. a way 
as they are fuily convinced is agreableto the Sacred Scriptures. 

That they muſt not conſtantly negle& any Ordinance of God, 
nor the publick attendance on his worſhip, ſomewhere is ſo clear- 
ly reveaPd in the word of God, that whoever is not ſo far in love 
with Quaberiſm, as to neglect the Teſtimony of God's written 
Word, cannot but acknowledge it; That the Lord Jeſus who 
has in*ituted a Miniſtry, and made it the peculiar work of. ſome 
men in ſpecial to preach the Word, not only for converſion of ſin- 
zers, but for the edification of the converted, for the help and be- 
nefit of whom there is inſtituted not the Ordinance of Baptiſm 
alone, but that of the Lord*s Supper, which is delign*d for the 
ſtrength and encreaſe of Grace in Chriſtians, I ſay this Lord Je- 
ſus, who hath ſogracioully inſtituted a Miniſtry and Ordinances, 
hath made it the duty of Chriſtians to aſſemble then.ſelves toge- 
ther, to the end they may be made partakers of the Bleſſings. of 
his Inſtitutions and Ordinances ; And ſuch is the Relation betwcen 
Miniſter and People, that is, between a Goſpel Miniſter, and an 
orderly Chriſtian Afſenibly, that the one cannot be without the 
other, neither can the one ordinarily perform ſome Relational Du- 
tics, but in an Aſſembly with the other, and therefore muſt aſ- 
ſemble themſelves together, tis their duty. 

I cannot at preſent enlarge on this head, and therefore as to this 
I can only add, that the ſenſe of all Proteſtants generally is, that 
all Chriſtians ought to aſſemble themſelves together for publick 
worſhip; Viz. for Prayer, the Word and Sacraments, and that 
"tis the duty of a Paſtor to take heed to himſelf, and: the Flock 
over which he is made over-ſeer, and that *tis the peoples duty to 
attend Ordinarily on the Miniſtry of their own Paſtor, 

The great difference between the Church of England and Diſ- 
ſenters, is not ſo much about the peoples duty of aſſembling them- 
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ſelves together for publique worſhip, as about the place wheres 
and the Miniſter with whom. 'The Church of England fayes, it 
muſt be in the Pariſh Church with the Miniſter of the Pariſh, but 
the Diſſenter aſſerts, that every Chriſtian is inveſted with a right 
to chooſe his own Paſtor, and that therefore he muſt go where he 
finds the worſhip to be in a way moſt agreable to God's Holy 
word, but when he is once fix*d, he is under thoſe Obligations of 
Duty unto his Paſtor, that the Church of England do ſay, a Pa- 
riſhioner isunto the Miniſter of the Pariſh. But ſceing on theſe 
things I cannot zow enlarge, I will conclude with' an humble and 
affectionate requeſt to all good Chriſtians, whether Epiſcopal or 
Diſſenter. 

I beſeech you to conſider, that conſcience is a tender thing, its 
wounds unſupportable, frequently accompanied with ſuch horror 
as is very like unto the pains and torments of the damned ; No. 
man therefore muſt a& contrary to the plain convictions thereof. 
What man ſoever does, what he is convinced in Conſcience is a 
ſin, does greatly diſhonour and provoke Almighty God. All 
care muſt be taken to obtain the knowledge of the truth, and gain 
a freedom from error, but there muſt not be an adting againſt the 
Plain convittions of conſcience, though erroneous. 

On this I infiſt as a ſound part of the Proteſtant Dodrine, ftre- 
nuouſly defended againſt the many feeble affaults of the Papiſt, , 
by ſeveral worthies of the Charch of England ;, And really this is 
aRule all good Chriſtians muſt walk by, in doing which, ſeeing - 
there are almoſt as many different perfwaſions of conſcience about 
ſome leſſer things, as there are conſidering mindes, there will be 
as many different praftices where there are different Sentiments 
about matters of pradtice, there the pradtice will be different, for 
which reaſon, the ſtrong muſt take heed that they deſpiſe not the 
weak, and the weak look to it that they judge not the ſtrong ; 
For whether we conform, or conform not, if we do what we do 
conſcientiouſly to the Lord, we ſhall be accepted of him. 

I verily believe that many do think themſelves bound in confci- 
ence to conform, the which they would not do to gain a world, 
if they did think it a ſin, and tis as true, that many among the 
Diffenters are as conſcientiouſly Non-conformiſts, and would re- 
ally have conform?d, did they not think that ſo conforming they 
ſhould fin againſt God. Both theſe muſt be tenderly regarded by 
ſuch as will walk by the Chriſtian Rule ; A Non ce cen» 
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ſuring a conformiſt as one that ads againſt his conſcience is*unchri- 
flian, and a Conformiſt's cenſuring all Diſſenters as Hypocrites, 
looking on their conſcience to be but fancy, their Religion: to be 
faction, is no leſs unchriſtian than the former. But to be more 
particular, my humble defire is, | 

7. That thoſe who are of the Communion of the Church of 
England, would continue it ſo long as they can with 'a'ſafe conſci- 
ence. Let notevery little difſatisfa&ion with ſome men drive you 
off from thoſe wayes you have nothing, beſide the miſcarriage of 
ſome men of that profeſſion, to obje& againſt, *tis true, your 
dnty is to mind the glory of God in the edification of your own 
Soul, and if your Pariſh Miniſter be one whoſe incapacity for the 
Miniſterial work is ſuch, as not to anſwer the end of the Miniſtry, 

ou muſt look out fora better, and be where you may have more 
than the ſhadow of a Miniſter, even one who is competently 
-qualified for the workes; Butdo this in a way as little offenſive to 
theChurch of England, | as your conſcience will permit. Why 
will you ſeparate Go that Communion, where you may be with- 
out ſin, eſpecially ſeeing by doing ſo you do what you; cannot ju- 
ſtifie ? But if youcannot continue your Communion without com- 
plying with ſin, you muſt rather withdraw than fin. 

2. That ſuch as are not aQually of any Communion, (7. e.) 
-neither joyn'd with the Church of England, nor with the Diſſeut- 
er, of which ſort there are many, eſpecially among the. younger 
people, would.remember that they have, as Chriſtians, a right to 
chooſe their own Paſtor, in the exerciſe .of which right, *tis their 
duty to have a ſpecial regard to the Glory of God, the good of 
their own Soul, and the peace of the Church, and therefore if 
you may have all theſe ends anſwer'd by joyning your ſelves to the 
Church of England, and you can with a ſafe Conſcieuce do it, 
you do well in joyning with that Church, but if you can't with. a 
ſafe Conſcience joyn with the Church of England, but can with 
the Non-conformiſts, you muſt apply your ſelves to thoſe of the 
Non-conformiſts who do in your judgments keep moſt exaQly to 
the rule of the Goſpel. You muſt regard God's Glory as your 
ultimate end, the Salvation of your Soul as an end ſubordinate, 
and God's word as your Rule, by which in purſuance of theſe 
great ends, you mult walk. Study therefore ſeriovſly the Rule, 
and be ſure youdo not knowingly and with deliberation deviate 
there from. 

3- My 
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3. My third requeſt is to ſuchas are joyn'd with the Non Con- 
formiſts, that you Cenſure not thoſe who continue their Commu- 
nion with the Church of England, Are you Conſcientious in your 
way, Soought you to eſteem themto be in their way? Would 
not you have them conſider you as Hypocrites, or fanciful Hu- 
mouriſts, neither do you judge them to be ſuch, what, though 
thoſe Reaſons 1 have Colle&ed out of the Writings of the Old 
Nonconformiſts, may faſten powerful Conviftions on yonr Con- 
ſcience, yet they may not be of any ſuch weight in the eſteem of 
others. Tho? I have produc'd them to the end the Conformiſt 
may be mov*d to look on you as conſcientious perſons, yet do: 
you not abuſe it, as if all Conformiſts were as much Convinc'd by 

em as you your ſelves are,. and therefore muſt be eſteem'd to att 
contrary to their Conſciences in conforming, Take heed of ſuch: 
ccenſuring. 

Finally my humble deſire is, That ſuch as are of the conforming. 
Clergie would conſider, that the above mention'd Arguments may. 
be (as indeed with many they are) of great Force, and that al- 
though the Conformiſt may be able eaſily to anſwer %em; Yer 
Thouſands amons the Difſenters can not ſhake off the Convici- 
ons they receive from ſuch Arguments. Oh- then be not too ſc-- 
vere in your cenſure ! But conſider that theſe Difſenters cannot con- 
form but by wounding their Conſciences, be therefore very 
tender how you impoſe on *em, but do your utmoſt both fora: 
Comprehenſion, and Indulgence of thoſe ſound Proteſtants, who: 
walk conſcientiouſly. 


} 
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Te LETTERS. 


B* an impartial peruſal of theſe following Letters, the Reader 
may eaſily perceive the difference there was between ſome 
oreat States men in Queen Elizaberh*s time, and ſome of the Cler- 
£y, and that when the Clergy were for a ſevere perſecuting Prote- 
ſtant Diſſenters, the Comncill, and in ſpecial the Lord Burleigh, 
that wonder of his age (though a Son of the Church of England) 
endeavour'd the relief of the Nor-conformists, 

Theſe Lerrers were firſt taken from Arch-Biſhop Whitgift's own 
Copy, as may appear from the Title prefix*d to the Letter, thus, 
My Lord Treaſurer's Letter unto me, and my anſwer to the Lord 
Treaſurer, There are ſome great perſons among the Clergy, 
who have ſeen *em in Manuſcript. | 


. Numb. 1. 
Here is a Letter written to the Biſhop for the execution of her 
Majeſties Proclamation for the Uniformity ſet forth in the 
book, and other injuntlions, pen*d (as uu ſuppos'd) by Sir Thomas 
Smith 3 The which Dll not fully tranſcribe. There 1s one clauſe only 
that is for my purpoſe, which is concerning the meetings of the Clergy, 
' which were firſt ordained to keep all Churches in the Dioceſs, in an 
Uniform and Godly Order, which now 15 commonly ſaid (the more 
is the pity) to be only uſed of you [i. e. the Biſhop and his Clergy,] 
and your Officers to get money, or for ſome other purpoſes 
Thispaſſage ſhewes the corruption of the Clergy. 


Numb. 2. 


A Letter written by the Lord Treaſurer Cecil to Arch-biſhop Whit- 
gift, inanſwer to one received from the Arch-biſhop. 


M AY itpleaſe your Grace; IT percerve that the Biſhop of Rocheſter 
through your perſwaſion 15 contented to be removed toChicheſter, 
whereof 1 am glad, whereby the Dean of Weſtminſter may be plac'd, 
as your Grace may think, fit , and. I do deſire her Majeſty will 
new place all the Biſhops in the void room, whereof I am very mind- 
full and deſirous for the benefit of the Church, wiſhing that the Church 
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may take that good thereby, thar it hath need'of, for ſurely your 
Grace muſt pardon me, I rather wiſh it, than look, or much hope 
forit; I ſee ſuch Worldlyneſs 77 many that were otherwiſe af-- 
fected before they came to Cathedral Churches, that 7 fear the 
places alter the men, but herein I condemn nat all : but few there 
be that do better, being Biſhops (in the void roomes: whereof I am 
very mindfull,) than being Preachers they did ; 1 am bold thus to ut- 
ter my mind of Biſhops to an Arch biſhop, but Tclear my ſelf, I mear: 
nothing in any concert to your Grace, for though of late I have vari- 
cd in iny poor opinion, i that by your order, | may fimple men 
have rather been ſought for by inquiſition to be found Offenders, 
than upan their fats condemned, yet ſurely 1 ao not for all this aif- 
fer from your Grace in Amity and Love, but I do reverence your 
Learning and Integrity, and wiſhthat the Spirit of gentleneſs may 
win, rather than ſeverity ; But therefore enough 6f the miſhehavi- 
eur of Browning, towards the Maſter of Trinity Coltedg; I am 
forryto hear as 1 do, eſteeming him meeter for Bethlchem than for 
that Colledg. The Queen's Majefty asked me, what I thought of Tra- 
verstobe the Miniffer of the Temple, wherenumo IF anſwered, that 
at the requeſt of Dr. Alney in his ſickneſs, and of a number of ho- 
neſt Gentlemen of the Temple, I bad yeilded my Allowance of him 
to that place, ſo as he will ſhew himſe!f Conformable to the order of 
the Church, whereunto I was inform d, that he would ſo be; But 
her Majeſty told me that your Grace did not ſo altow of him, which 
T ſaid might be for ſomething ſuppos*d to be written by him,. Titu- 
led, de Diſciplina Eccleſiaſtica, whererpon her Majeſty command - 
ed me to write to your Grace, to krow your opinion, which I pray 
your Grace to ſignifie unto her, as God ſhall move ye, ſurely it were 
great pity, that any impediment ſhould be occaſion tothe contrary, for 
he is well learn d, very honeſt, and well lov'd, and allow'd of the 
generality of that houſe. Ar. Bond told me, that your Grace liked 
wellof him, and ſo do 1 alſo, as of one well learn'd, and honeſt, 
but ( as I told him) if he came not to the place with fome applauſe of 
the Company, he ſhall ve weary thereof, and I commended him to her 


Majeſty, if Travers ſnonld not, but ber Majeffy thinketh him not 


fir for that place , becauſe of his infirmity. Thus I end, wiſhing yaur 
Grace 4 f/itance of Goa”s Spirit to govern your charge unblameably 
From the Court at Oxtlanas, | 
Sept. 179, 1584, Your Graces to command 
William Burlcigh. 
Mumb. 3. 


on 
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Numb. 3 


A part of a Letter ſent unto the Arch-biſhop of Canterbury, and 
Biſhap of London, from her Mejeſties Conncill about September 
20. 1584, | 


A* ter our hearty commendations to bath your Lordſhips, a'thingh 
.L A we have heard of late times ſundry complaints out of divers 
countries of this Realm, of ſome proceedings againſt a great number 
of Eccleſiaſtical Perſons, ſome Parſons of Churches, ſome Vicars, 
ſome Curates, but all Preachers, whereby ſome were deprived of 
their livings, ſome ſuſpended from their Miniſtry, and preaching, 
yet we have forborn to enter into any particular examination of ſuch 
complaints, thinking, that howſoever inferior Officers, as Chancel- 
lors, Commifſaries, Arch-Deacons, and ſuch like, whoſe Offices 
areof more value and profit by ſuch kind of proceedings, might 
za ſuch ſort proceed againſt the Miniſters of the Church, yet your 
Lordſhip the Arch-Biſhop of that Province of Canterbury, have 
beſide your general authority, ſome particular intereſt in the preſent 
Jariſdiftion of ſundry Biſhopricks vacant, and you alſo the Bz(hop 
of London, both fr your own authority in your Dioceſs, and as 
head Commiſſioner Eccleſiaſtical would have a Paſtoral regard over 
the particular Officers, to ſtay, and temperate them in their haſty 
proceedings again the Miniſters, and eſpecially againſt ſuch as do 
carneſtly profeſs, ad inftrut the people a7ainſt the dangerous 


| Sefts of. Papiſtry ; but yet of Late, hearing of the lamentable eſtate 


of the Church iz the County of Eſſex, that is, of a great number 


of 2.ealous and learned Preachers, they are ſuſpended from their 


cares, thevacancy ef theplace for the moſt part without any Mini- 
ſiry or Preaching, Prayers and Sacraments, and in ſome places of 
certain appointed tothoſe void roomes, being perſons neither of learn- 
ing, nor of good names, and 1n other places of that County, . 2 great 
number of perſens occupying the cures, being notoriouſly unfit, moſt 
for lack of learning, many charg*d or chargable with f poms and 
enormions faults, as drunkenneſs, filthineſs of Life, Gameſters 
at Cardes, hunting of Alchouſes, and ſach like, againſt whom 
we hear not of any proceedings, but that they are quictly ſuffered 
to the ſlander of the Church, to the off ence of good people, yea to the 
famnſhing of them for lack, of good teaching, and thereby dangerons 
N 2 


to 


(FJ 


to the ſubverting of many weaklins from their duties to God, and . 


the Queens Majeſty, by ſecret Jeſuites, and counterfeit Papiſts, 
and having thus in ageneral ſort heard out of many partes of the like 
of this lamentable Eſtate of the Church, yet to the intent, we ſhould 
20t be deceived inthe generality of the reports we ſought to be inform- 
ed, &C. | | 


Numb. 4. ; 

(x279=" from the Lord Treaſurer to the Arch-biſhop. July 5. 

1534. | 
T'; nay pleaſe your Grace, I am ſorry to trouble you ſo often as I dp, 

but 1 am more troubled my ſelf, not only with many private Peti- 
tions of ſundry Miniſters, recommen:ed for perſons of Credit, for 
peaceable perſons in their Miniſtry, and yet by complaints to your 
Grace, and other your Cllegues in commiſſ*on, greatly troubled, 
but alſo I am daily now charged by Councellors and publique per- 
ſons to neglect my duty in not ſtaying theſe your Graces proceedings, 
ſo vehement, and ſo general againſt Miniiters and Preachers, as rhe 
Papiſts thereby are greatly encouraged, all evil diſpoſed perſons 
and ſubjeds animated, and thereby the Queen's Majeſtics ſafety 


endangered ; with theſe kinds of Arguments I am daily aſſailed, 


againſt which I anſwer, that T think your Grace doth nothing, but 
being ducly examined, tendeth to the maintenance of the Religion 
now Eſtabliſhed, and to avoid Schiſin in the Church, 7 alſo have for 


example ſhewd your papers ſent to me, \how fully the Church is fur-- 


niſh*d with Preachers, and how ſmall number there are that do con- 
rend for their ſingularity, bur theſe occaſions do not ſatisfie all per- 
ſons, neither do I ſeek to ſatisfie all perſons, but with Reaſon and 
Truth. But wow my good Lord, by chance I have come to the ſight 
of an Inſtrument of 24 Articles of great length ard curiolity , 
formed in a Romith Stile, ro examine all manner of Miniſters in this 
time without diſtin&tion of perſons, which Articles are Entituled 
apud Lambeth, May 1 584 to be executed cx officio mero, Gr. and 
pon this occaſion I have ſeen them. I did recommend unto your Gra- 
ces favour two Miniſters Crates of Cambridge-ſhire to be favou- 
rably heard,- and your Grace wrote to me, that they were contenti- 
ovs, ſeditious, ard perſons vagrant, ro maintain this controver ſie, 
wherewith 1 charg'd them ſharply, and they beth deny'd theſe char- 
Les, andrequir'd to be trycd, and ſo to receive puniſhment, 1 an- 


fwered, that your Grace would ſo charge them, and then TI ſhould _ 


fee afterwards, what they ſlould deſerve, and advis'dthem to reſort 
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to your Grace , comforting them that they ſhuuld find favourable 
proceedirigs, and ſo I hoped upon my. former commendations the rather. 
What may be ſaid tothem Ikaow not, nr whether they have been ſo 
faulty as your Grace have been informd, neither do I mean to treat 
for io favour ſuch men, for pardon, 1 may ſpeak. upon their amend- 
ment , but now they coming tome, 1 asked how your Grace proceeded 
with them, they ſay, they are commanded to be examined by the Re- 
giſter of London, and 1 asked them whereof, they ſaid of a great 
number of Articles, bxt they could have no copies of them, 1 an- 
ſwer'd, that they might anſwer to the truth, they ſaid, that they 
were ſo many in number, and ſo diverſe, that they were afraid 10 
a:ſwer to them, for fear of Captions interpretation, upon this 1 ſent 
fer the Regiſter, who broug bt me the Articlcs, which I have read, 
ard find ſo cariouſly peun'd, ſo full of branehes and circumſtan- 
ces, and Ithink,, the Inquiſitors of Spain uſe not ſo many queſti- 
ons to comprehend, and to trap their preyes. 1 kyew your Cano- 
niſts, can defend theſe with all their particles, but ſurely under your 
Graces corre&ion, this Juridical aud Canonical ſifting of poor 
Miniſters is not to edifie and reform, and in charity 1 think they 
ought nit to anſwer to all theſe nice points, except they were, yexy noto- 
rious Offenders in Papiſtry or Hereſie. IVow good my Loo” bear 
with my ſcribling, I write with the Teſtimony of a good Conſci- 
ence; 1 deſirethe peace of the Church, I deſire concord and unity 
in the exerciſe of our Religion, | fear no ſenſual wilfull recuſant, 
brt I conclude that according to my ſimple: judgment, this kind of 
proceeding is too much ſavouring the Romiſh Inquiſition, and is ra- 
ther a device to ſcek for Offenders, than to reform any ; This was 
not that charitable in$t, uttion that I thought was intended. If theſe 
poor Miniſters ſhould in ſome few points have any ſcrupulous concep- 
tions meet to beremoved, this 5 not a Charitable way to ſend them 
to anſwer to your common Regiſter upon ſo many Articles at one in- 
ftant, without commodity of inſtruction by your Regiſter, whoſe office 
75 only to receive their anſwers, by which the parties are firs ſubjett 
to condemnation, before they be taught their errors ; It may be that 1 
ſay that Canoniſts may maintain this proceeding by Rules of their 
Lawes, but though omnia liceut, omnia non expedwunt. Z pray 
your Grace bear this (one, perchance a fault) that I have willed them 
zot to anſwer theſe Articles, except their Conſcicnces may ſuffer 
them. And yet 1 bave ſrarply admoniſhed them, that if they be 


difturbers in their Churches, they muſt be corretted, and yet upon 
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your Graces anſwer to 28, ne ſutor ultra crepidam, meither will 7 
put falcem inalterius meſfem. Ay paper teaches me to make anend, 
Poſtſcript. Your Grace muſt 


pardon my hafty fcribling, Tour Graces at command 

for I have donethss raptim, : 

and without correction, William Burleigh, 
Numb. x. 


The Treaſurez”s reply to an anſwer of the Arch-biſhop*s unto the 

former Letter. July 17, 1584. Ei 

Have received your Graces loving Letter, anſwering Speeches 
[| ( as Tthink,) delsvered by your Chaplain Dr. Coflins, and I per- 
ceive you are ſharply mov'd to blame me, and clear your ſelf, 1 
know I have many faults, but I hops I have not given ſuch cauſe of 
offence, as your Letter expreſſeth, T deny nothing that your Grace. 
thinkerh meet to proceed in with theſe whom you call fattions, and 
therefore there is nocomroverſie betwixt you and me expreſſed in your 
Lettcr. The controverſic is paſſ*d in your Grace?s Letter in fi- 
lence; nd ſo I do reſt ſatisfied, your Grace promiſed me to deal (1- 
ſay,) lefty with ſuch as violate order, and to charge them therewith, 
which ? allow well thereof ; But your Grace not charging men with 
ſuch fanlts, ſeeketh by examination to urge them to accuſe them- 
ſelves, and then I think_you*l puniſh them, 7 think your Graces 
proceedings is, (Twill net ſay rigorous nor captions) but I think it 
.zs fearce charitable. 7 have no leiſure to write more, and therefore 
Twill end, for writing will but encreaſe offence, and 1 mean not to 
fend your Grace. I am content that your Grace, and my Lord of 
London where I hear Brown tis, uſe him as your Wiſdomes ſhall 
think meet. Tf T had known hts faults, I might be blam'd for write- 
ing for him; bat when by examination only it is to ſift him with 
24 Articles I'have cauſe to pity the poor man. | 

Your Graces as Friendly as any, 


William Burleigh. 


Numb, 6. 2 | 
The A4rch-B:iſhop*s Anſwer to the Lord Treaſurer. 
M*” fingnlar good Lord ;, God knowerth how deſirous I have 
VA been fromtime to time to ſatisfie your Lordſhip in all things, 
and to have my doings approved to yen, for which cauſe, finte my 
comtas tothis place, I have done nothing of importance a 
| | advice © 
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advice, T have riſen early, and ſat up late, to write unto you ſuch 
objeftions and anſwers as on either fide were uſed, I have not done 
the like to any man, and ſhall I now ſay that I have loft my labour, or 
ſhall my juſt dealing with two of the moſt diſorder'd Miniſters in a 
whole Dioceſs (the obſtinacy and contempt of whom, eſpecially of one 
of them your ſelf would not bear in any ſubjeited to your Anthority) 
Cauſe you ſo to think, and ſpeak of my doings, yea and of my ſelf, no 
man living ſhould have made" me beleive it. Solomon ſaith, an old 
friend is better than anew, and 1 truſt your Lordſhip will not ſolight- 
ly caft off your old friend, for any of thoſe new fangled fattious Secta» 
ries, whoſe fruits are to make diviſions, whereſoever they come, and 


' to ſeparate old and afjured friends. Your Lordſhip ſeemethtocharge 


me with breach of promiſe, touching my manner of proceeding, where- 
of I am no way guilty, but I have alter'd my firſt courſe of depriving 
them for not ſubſcribing, only juſtifiable by law and common practices. 
both in the _— King Edward, and from the beginning of her Ma- 
jeſties Reign. Your Lordſhip alſo objetteth that I rock, thu courſe for 
the better maintenance of my book, Cc. mine eaemies ſaid ſo indeed, 
but Itruft my friends have a better opinion in me; Why ſbould 1 ſech. 
for any confirmation of my book after years, or what ſhould TI get there- 
by more than already ? And yet if ſubſcription may confirm it; it 5 con- 
firm'd long ago, by the ſubſcription of all the Clergy almoſt in England 
before my time, even of Branie alſo who ſeemeth now to be ſo wilful.. 
Mine enemies andtongues of this flanderons and uncharitable Sett re« 
port, that I am revolted, become a Papift, and I krow not what; But: 
it proceedeth from their lewdxeſs, not from any deſert of mine, and I 
diſdain to anſwer to ſuch notorious untrmths, which the beſt of them- 


dare not avouch to my face. Your Lordſhip ſeemeth further to burden. 


me with wilfalnefs, / am ſure, that you are not ſoperfwaded of me, I 
will appeal to your own Conſcience, there isdifference between wilfuk 
neſs and conſtancy, 1 havetaken upon me the defence of the Religion, 
and Rights of this Church of England, to appeaſe the Sefts of Scbuſmes 


therein, toreduce allthe Mimiſters thereof to Uniformity and due obe= 


dicnce, herein [intend to be conftant, and no: to waver with every: 
wind, the which alſo my place, my perſon, my duty, the law, her Ma- 
Jeſty, and the goodneſs of the cauſe doth require of me, and wherein 
yeur Lordſhip and others all things confidered,, ouzht in duty to aſſiſt 
and countenance me. It ts ſtrangethat a man in myplace dealing with- 
fo good warranties as I do, ſhould be ſo encounter*d, and for not yield=- 
ng ſhould be accounted wilful, but J muſt be contented, vincit qui pa-- 
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titur, and if my friends herein forſake mz, 1 truſt God will not, nei-- 
the law, her Majeſty, who hath laid the charge on me, and are able to 
protett me ;, But of allother thimgs it moſt grerveth me, that your Lord- - 
{hip ſhddifay, ii oth peg finder fare'the wife. becauſe your + 
Lordſhip ſeit them; Harh youFLordſhip ever had any cauſe ſo to thittk © 
of me, it is needleſs for me to proteſt my heart and aff ettions towards your 
above all other men, the world knoweth it, and 1 am aſſured that your 
* Lordihip nothing doubreth thereof, T have rather cauſe ta complain to 
your Lordſbip 4 your ſelfy that wporfo ſr1all occaſion, arid it the behalf 
of two ſuch, you wiii ſo hardly ago of me yea and as ff were counte- 
nance perſons, ſo meanly qualified in ſo evil a cauſe againft me your 
Lordſhip's ſo long tryed friend, and their ordinary, that hath not ſo 
been in times paſt, novs it ſhould leaſt of all be, I may not ſuffer the no- 
torious contempt of any of them, eſpecially unleſs 1 will become ſop's 
block, well, becauſe 1 would be loath to omit any thing whereby . your 
Lordſhip might be-ſatisfied, 1 have ſent unto you certain reaſons to ju- 
ſtifie the manner of niyproceeding which 1 marvel ſhould be ſo much miſ- 
liked 3x this cauſe, having been ſo long prattis'd in the likgy yea inthe 
Same, and never before this time found fault with, truly my Lord, T- 
mus#t proceed this way. or not at all, the reaſons I have ſet down in this . 
paper, and heartily pray your Lordſhip not to be carryed away either 
fromthe cauſe, or from my ſelf upon unjuſt ſurmiſes or clamours, leaſt 
you be ſome occaſion of that confuſion, which hereafter you would be ſor- 
ry for: For mine own part, I deſire no farther defence in theſe occaſions 
of your Lordſhip, nor any other thanguſtice and law will yield unto me. 
In my private aft airs T know I ſtand in need of friends, eſpecially of your | 
Lordſhip, of whom I have made alwayes an aſſured account, but in 
theſe publick,ations I jee no cauſe why I ſhauld ſeek for friends, ſeeing 
they to whom the care of the common weal is committed, ought out of du- 
ty therein to joyn with me, to conclude, I am your Lorſhips aſſurgd, nei- 
ther will I ever be perſwaded, but that you bear an hearty good will 
towards me. | <9 1 
So far Whitgift. If Dr. Burner would undertake the carrying on 
the Hiſtory of Eccleſtaſtical Affairs all the time Q. El:z, liv'd, and 
;n order thereunto, might he be ſo happy as to obtain a ſight of all 
thoſe great things were then on the ſtage, the world would ſee how 
little they are owing unto Heylir for his Hiſtory, and alſo under- 
ſtand how unjuflly the Old Proteſtants call'd Puritans, have been 
repreſented as fattious, &c. | | = 
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